



cent, of the 


luding com. 
1d) came to 


year 1,229 
nting in the 
y assurances 


3, and single 
emiums was 
uding com- 
10 per cent, 
mt., of the 
was received 
ow amount 
16,499 in the 
the General 


ted, it was 
ed amongst 


ernon West, 


rintendent, 
erintendent, 


y. 
rintendent, 
. Wilson, 
of the Com: 
any of the 





LOUSES, 
S, FARMS, 
D. 

IND. 
ate-street, 





[COUNT 


m— 
RSIONS, 
NCE, NO 
Tate-atreet, 





iD FOR 


mndon, 
HATEVER. 
adjacent. 
zaLe-street, 





..R.1.B.A. 
s Furoished 
sait young 
sive terms, 
ndidge, %, 


———_——— 


L /D8. 


t only. 


RB. 
AIR, We 








_May 15, 19C9. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. [Vol. 53.] 495 | 





WITHERBY & CO. 
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Current Topics. 
New Rules of Court. 

WE PRINT elsewhere the new Rules of the Supreme Court which 
have been previously issued in draft. As we pointed out when 
they were so Gueik the most important of them is the rule with 
respect to the allowance of disbursements on taxation. The 
language of this rule has been slightly altered. The rules come 
into operation on the lst of June next. There reaches us, too 
late for publication this week, a set of rules relative to the 
procedure on applications for confirmation by the court of the 
reduction of the capital of companies under the Companies 
(Consolidation) Act, 1908. 

The Commissioner for the South-Eastern 
Circuit. 

Ir witt be seen from the Summer Circuits, which we print 
elsewhere, that Mr. Horace Avory, K.C., is, as we announced 
last week, to take the whole of the South-Eastern Circuit, instead 
of Lord Gorgty. It is believed that the result of the recent 
incident will be the introduction by the Lord Chancellor of a 
Bill to enable any ex-judge of the High Court to be appointed 
Commissioner of Assize. = 


The Reversion Duty Introduced by the Budget. 

WE UNDERSTAND that the proprietors of land in Scotland are 
congratulating themselves upon the prospect of escaping, to a 
large extent, the reversion duty introduced by the present Bud 
owing to the particular character of the Scottish tenancies. 
— of terminable building leases is practically non-existent in 
the northern part of Great Britain, while in England, and 
especially in London, a large proportion of the land has been let 
on leases for ninety-nine years, many of which have only a few 
years to run. It is believed by many land-valuers estate 
agents that the new proposals for the taxation of land, if carried, 
will result in the substitution of perpetual for terminable leases. 
But the English system of developing land by means of building 
leases has become so firmly established that there is little likeli- 
hood of its being hastily abandoned. 


The Demand for More Judges. 

Our corresponDEnt “F. A. S.” reinforces his argument for 
the appointment of inferior judges of the High Court ‘in. the 
interesting letter which we print elsewhere. The main poirit 
which he brings out is, it seems to us, the existence in the King’s 
Bench Division at the present moment of the same kind of 
judicial ability as would be required to deal with the class of 
small actions which now assist to swell the arrears in the High 
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Court. The masters and referees are exercising from day to 
day judicial functions, and we need hardly say that they exercise 
them in a manner which is entirely satisfactory to the profession. 
The actions in question are recognized by the Legislature as 
suitable for tria] in the county court, but the parties prefer to 
bring them in the High Court. Once there, we are ready to 
admit that they might very well be tried by a special High Court 
judge of the status of masters and county court judges. The 
costs, ag “F. A. 8.” points out, would, save under special cir- 
cumstances, be on the county court scale, and we did not intend 
in our previous remarks to suggest that this meant any altera- 
tion. We mentioned the matter simply as one of the points 
which would make the proposed courts similar to county courts. 
We have hesitated in regard to the proposal for reasons which 
we have already stated. They may be expressed briefly by 
saying that the new court would be simply the county court 
brought within the fold of the High Court, and that amalgama- 
tion would naturally follow. “F. A. 8.” thinks not, and on 
practical grounds his suggestion seems to be adapted to meet 
the actual requirements of the moment. It would get rid of 
arrears ; it would leave the High Court judges free for the addi- 
tional work imposed by appeals, both civil and criminal; and it 
would avoid the necessity for increasing the number of the 
superior judges. On the ground that it provides for pressing 
needs without altering the position of the High Court judges or 
the relation of the High Court to the county courts, we think 
the scheme should receive the favourable consideration of the 
authorities. It would facilitate the arrangements for improving 
the circuit system which were advocated in the county court 
report, and it would leave the relations of the High Court and 
the county court to be developed as experience may dictate. 


The Land Value Duties. 


PgRHAPS THE most interesting of the new taxes from the 
lawyers’ point of view is the land value duty. With land which 
is purely agricultural there is, of course, very rarely an increment 
to be taxed, and the generosity of Parliament has not gone so far 
as to propose a recoupment of any part of the decrement which 
too often afflicts the owner. Building land and minerals repre- 
sent the property aimed at by the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
and the resolution which has been debated in the House of Com- 
mons this week is couched in terms of extreme generality. First, 


taken on the occasion of a transfer or the grant of a lease, or on 
death ; in the case of corporation lands, at periodic intervals; 
secondly, a duty of £1 for every £10 of the benefit accruing to 
a lessor when a lease falls in ; and thirdly, an annual duty of one 
halfpenny in the £ on the capital site value of undeveloped 
building land and the capital value of ungotten minerals. Quite 
apart from the fairness or unfairness of these impositions, they 
present problems of great practical difficulty, for the solution of 
which we must wait till the Government bring in their Bill 
for giving effect to the resolution. The easiest case will be that 
of a sale and resale on a building estate. A man who buys a 
plot for £200 in one year and sells it for £300 in the next has 
£100 clearly marked as increment value, and he has a fund in 
hand out of which to pay his £20. But the collection of the tax 
is not limited to such cases, nor even to cases of sale. A gift or 
settlement of land will apparently attract the duty, and in the 
case of land situate on the outskirts of a rising town it will be 
impossible to effect a settlement without incurring a very heavy 
expense. On the occasion of death, the tax may be a substantial 
addition to the existing death duties. The levying of the tax 
on every grant of a lease will, if “lease” is taken literally, so as 
to include short tenancies, keep urban assessment authorities 
continually busy, and landlords continually paying. 


Special and Extraordinary Resolutions. 


‘THE TASK of consolidating the Companies Acts was a for- 
midable one, and it will not be surprising if experience of the pro- 
visions of the Act of 1908 shews that slips have occasionally 
occurred. A correspondent, whose letter we print elsewhere, 
suggests that this has happened in the new definition of special 


Companies Act, 1862, that it first defined “special resolution” 
in section 51, and then in section™129, defined “ extraordinar 
resolution ” as a special resolution with the confirmation omitted, 
The proper order, of- course, would have been to define “extra- 
ordinary resolution ” first, and then add the requirement of con- 
firmation to turn it into a special resolution. The new Act recog- 
nizes this, and by section-69 it defines extraordinary resolution as 
a resolution passed by a three-fourths majority “at a general 
meeting of which notice specifying the intention to propose the 
resolution as an extraordinary resolution has been duly given.” 
Then a special resolution is defined as a resolution (@) passed in 
manner required for passing an extraordinary resolution, and ()) 
confirmed at a subsequent meeting. Our correspondent’s letter 
suggests that to enable a special resolution to be passed it must 
first be treated as an extraordinaty resolution, and mu:t be so 
described in the notice convening the first meeting. This follows, 
at first sight, from the provisions just referred to; the scheme 
being apparently that a resolution intended to be special must 
first be passed as though it were extraordirary, and then com- 
pleted by confirmation. At the same time, the statutory 
requirement that the notice shall specify the resolution as an 
extraordinary resolution is new, and i's introduction - may, 
as our correspondent suggests, lead to ‘some confusion between 
resolutions which are intended to be merely extraordinary, 
and such as are intended to proceed a step further and to 
become special. We agree, however, with our correspondent in 
doubting whether this primé facie construction is correct, and 
whether the section really requires that a resolution intended to 
be special shall first be treated asextraordinary. If this were so, a 
special resolution would have been more properly defined as an 
extraordinary resolution confirmed at a subsequent meeting. 
Iustead of this, the section treats the special resolution as some- 
thing distinct ab initio from an extraordinary resolution, and it is 
to be noticed, too, that later in the section reference is made toa 
special resolution being “submitted to be passed or confirmed.” 
This does not contemplate the resolution being first describe as 
extraordinary. Upon the whole, we incline to think that the form 
of notice for a special resolution hitherto in use will still be sufficient ; 
that is, the notice will give the resolution, without describing it 
as either extraordinary or special, but will state that, if passed by 
the required majority, it will be submitted for confirmation as a 
special reso!ution. 


Taxation after Payment. 


It 1s a long time since the passing of the Solicitors Act, 1843, 
but the question what are “special circumstances” within the 
meaning of sections 37 and 41 of that Act seems to be scarcely less 
nearer solution than it ever was. It is true that we have got 
beyond the stage when pressure with overcharges, and overcharges 
amounting to fraud, were considered the main, if not the only, 
special circumstances which would justify taxation after payment. 
That seems to be finally settled by the recent case of Ke Hirst 
& Capes (1908, 1 K. B. 982) which was affirmed by the House 
of Lords. But that does not carry us very far. ‘The effect of 
recent decisions seems to be purely negative, and to amount to 
nothing more than this: that though pressure and overcharges 
may be “special circumstances,” they are not the only ones, and 
as to what the others are, it is impossible to lay down any rule, 
and, therefore, it is for the judge of first instance to decide. “ The 
words,” said Lops, L.J., in Re Norman (16 Q. B. D. 677), “are 
wide, comprehensive and flexible, and no court can or ought to 
lay down any exhaustive definition of them.” Perhaps the only 
scrap of guidance that we get comes from Bowen, L.J., in ke 
Boycott (29 Ch. D. 571), where he treats ‘,special” as ‘“ excep- 
tional.” No doubt the latter word is rather more definite than 
the former, since it points somewhat more clearly to something 
out of the ordinary course. The guidance, however, is at the 
best but slight, and is somewhat weakened by the fact that 
FarwEL.t, L.J., in Gane & Kilner v. Linley (ante, p. 198), seemed to 
think overcharges are not exceptional, and that the fact that items 
may be reduced on taxation is not a special circumstance, “ Prob 
ably ninety-nine bills out of a hundred,” he said, “ have something 
taxed off, and possibly they may have been prepared with a view t 
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taxing master’s functions might be unnecessary.” It will be 
noticed that the learned Lord Justice confines his remarks to a 
“Jittle depletion,” which clearly would not be a special circum- 
stance; but there is little doubt that he would have taken a 
different view of a bill which, to use the words of Bowen, L.J., 
was “redolent of overcharge.” The latest case on the pointis Re 7. 
(reported ante, p.487) There the question was whether an express 
reservation of the right to tax was a special circumstance, and He 
Williams, Ex parte Love (35 L. T. 68), was cited ; but EvE,J., said he 
was not prepared to hold that such a reservation was in all cases 
a special circumstance, though he held that the reservation in 
that case, coupled with overcharges, gave rise to a special circum- 
stance. The decision may or may not be correct, but it serves 
to shew how difficult it is to define what are special circum- 
stances. 


The Crime of Murder. . 


WE REFERRED last week to a Bill, bearing the name of the Lord 
Chief Justice, which is aimed at abolishing the necessity for pro- 
nouncing sentence of death upon women convicted of the murder of 
their newly-born children. Another Bill, which is backed by a 
number of members of the House of Commons, amongst whom are 
several lawyers, proposes toalter the law in several respects. It deals 
in quite a different way with the crime of child murder, and pro- 
vides that no woman shall be indicted for murder at all by reason 
of her killing her child at birth or within one month of its birth. 
Instead of being indicted for murder, she is to be indicted for a 
substantive crime uader the terms of the Bill, or is to be guilty 
“of an indictable offence” which is not described as felony or 
misdemeanour, and the punishment for whichis limited to ten years’ 
penal servitude. It is further proposed that no person shall be 
liable to be indicted for murder who counsels or procures or aids or 
abets another person to commit suicide. Such person, again, is only 
to be guilty of “an indictable offence” for which the maximum 
penalty is to be ten yeara’ penal servitude. No doubt the authors 
of this proposal were thinking almost exclusively of persons who 
agree to commit suicide together, one succeeding and the other 
surviving to be tried as an accessory before the fact to the self- 
murder of the other. Such cases may well be left to the mercy of 
the Crown. We believe there would be serious danger in such a 
wide provision as is contained in the Bill. A person who, without 
any intention of taking his own life, deliberately sets to work to 
procure another person to commit suicide may be guilty of mur- 
der in every moral as well as legal sense, and may be as deserving 
of capital punishment as any other murderer. The most inter- 
esting part of this Bill, however, is that which proposes to divide 
the crime of murder into two classes—murder of the first degree, 
and murder of the second degree—the punishment of death to be. 
inflicted only for the former offence. This is a proposal which has 
many supporters, and in favour of which a very strong case can be 
made out. We do not think, however, that the object can be 
satisfactorily accomplished by the provisionsof this Bill. It provides 
that a verdict shall not be returned of guilty of murder of the first 
degree unless the jury find as a fact that the homicide charged 
was “deliberately committed by the accused with express malice 
aforethonght.” Such an ambiguous and vague provision would, 
in our opinion, lead to lamentable confusion. It may be construed 
as enacting that no one shall be convicted of murder unless he 
intended to kill ; and it opens the door to endless argument as to 
the difference between express and implied malice. If murders 
are to be classified the line must be drawn much more distinctly 
than this, The Indian Penal Code offers a model which the 
authors of this Bill might consult with advantage. Under that 
code no homicide is murder unless the Act which caused death 
was committed with the intention of causing death or grievous 
bodily harm, or was of such a dangerous character to the know- 
— of the accused that it was likely to cause death or grievous 

ily harm. A provision defining murder of the first degree on 
these lines would receive strong support in this country, and 
would secure immunity from the death penalty of a person who 
strikes a blow under great and sudden provocation ; of a person 
who causes the death of a woman in attempting to procure mis- 


Carriage, and of many other persons whose crimes are not morally 
murder. ) 
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The Crime of Multiplication: — : ee 


WE ARE accustomed to read with much satiefaction accounts of 
any increase in the quantity of gold derived from the mines of 
South Africa and Australia, and to hope that as much as possible 
of the precious metal may remain in this country. But there is 
some ground for thinking that our ancestors did not regard the 
multiplication of the precious metals with any particular favour. 
The Act 5 Henry 4, c. 4, said to be one of the shortest Acts of 
Parliament that has ever obtained the Royal assent, enacts that 
“none from henceforth shall use to multiply gold or 
silver or use the craft of multiplication, and if any the 
same do, he shall be guilty of felony.” But “the craft 
of multiplication” referred to in the Act was the art 
of making the philosopher’s stone, by which all metals might be 
turned into gold and silver, and we read in Coke's Institutes 
that, before the making of the Act, ‘‘ divers of the nobility, gentry, 
and others did waste and consume a great part of their inheritance 
ard wealth about the art of multiplication by the subtle and 
sinister persuasiofi of certain impostors and deceivers who look 
upon themselves to be skilful therein, and to be able to multiply 
gold and silver, being themselves for the most part very poor and 
indigent persons.” The Act does not appear to have been under- 
stood to apply only to these impostors, for the Act repealing it, 
1 & 2 W. & M. ec. 30, recites that, “since the making of it, 
divers persons have by their study, industry and learning, arrived 
to great skill and perfection in the art of melting and refining of 
metals. . . and extracting gold and silver out of the same, 
but dare not exercise their skill within this realm for fear of falling 
under the penalty of the statute.” There is no need at the present 
day of any law to restrain the pursuit of the philosopher's stone, 
the attention bestowed upon it in early days is now transferred 
to the different auriferous regions of the globe. 


Sacrifice of Income by Lawyers who Accept 
Political Office. 

THE AMERICAN newspapers point out several instances in which 
the opportunity of entering the Cabinet at Washington and of 
being engaged in important public service has induced eminent 
lawyers to sacrifice a large professional income and the prospect 
of amassing a handsome fortune. Mr. ELtHu Root, at the time 
when heentered the Cabinet of President MCKINLEY as Secretary 
of War, had a heavy and lucrative grestiee, and had just 
been offered by the National Traction Company of New York 
a yearly retainer of 100,000 dollars (£20,000) for no other 
service than that of being at hand whenever the company should 
call upon him for his opinion or professional assistance. 
He accepted the office under the President, the salary of 
which was only eight thousand dollars, and has since been 
actively engaged as Secretary of War and Secretary of State. 
A more recent instance is that of Mr. G. W. WiCKERSHAM,4he 
present Attorney-General, whose professional income when he 
took office was one of the largest ever earned by any lawyer in 
New York, and whose yearly salary is now less than some of the 
single fees which he received for opinions or professional advice. 
It would not be easy to match these instances by examples taken 
from the chronicles of English lawyers, but the retirement of Mr. 
AsquiTH and Mr. HALDANE from their successful careers at the 
bar in order that they might form part of the present ministry 
shews that the opportunity of being placed at the head of one 
of the principal departments of the State will lead to the same 
sacrifices as in the Dnited States. 


Right of Counsel Appearing for Person Com pul- 
sorily Examined in Bankruptcy to Take Notes. 

Tue Drvistonat Court, sitting in bankruptcy, had recently 
to determine a question of some novelty with rd to the comi- 
pulsory examination, under section 27 of the nkruptey Act, 
1883, of persons deemed capable of giving information respecting 
a debtor, his dealings or property e appellant had been sum- 
moned under the section, counsel, g to the common 


practice, had attended on his behalf during the examination. The 
counsel for the trustea in bankruptcy having observed that the 
counsel for the appellant was taking notes, objected on the en 
that the — any such notes was contrary to the practice in 
bankruptey. 


registrar, without exercising his discretion on the 
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point, held that he was bound by a dictwm of CuitTy, J., in Re Grey’s 
Brewery Co. (25 Ch. D. 400, 405), to refuse to allow the counsel to 
take a note. The Divisional Court considered that the right to 
attend as counsel for a witness involved a right to re-examine the 
witness at the close of his examination. It might well be that 
this re-examination could not be properly conducted unless the 
counsel had taken a note of the evidence. The registrar had not 
exercised his discretion in the matter, and without saying what 
conditions he might in his discretion impose upon counsel, the 
court considered that no objection could be taken to his right to 
take notes of the evidence. This decision is in accordance with 
the analogous practice with regard to persons summoned for exa- 
mination under section 115 of the Companies Act, 1862, and is 
founded upon the common-sense view that the presence of counsel 
would be unmeaning and useless if he were prohibited from taking 
notes. 


Liability of Owner of Motor Carriage for 
Unauthorized Acts of Driver. 


IN A recent article in the Times newspaper, headed “ Auto- 
mobile Notes,” the writer, after stating that a large proportion 
of motoring accidents occur, as is notorious, on occasions when 
paid drivers have taken French-leave with their employers’ cars, 

roceeds: “It is believed, in view of a not very remote decision 
in the Queen’s Bench Division, that in such a case the employer 
may be civilly responsible for damage done. It is a curious 
view, to be justified only on the ground that employers ought 
to use extraordinary care in the choice of their servants. If 
extended to its logical conclusion, it would even suggest that the 
employer ought to be responsible to the criminal law for the 
misdeeds of his servant.” This opinion as to the liability of em- 

loyers in the case specified is wholly without foundation. The 
iability of the master for the tortious acts of his servant is 
governed by the rule that the master is only responsible as long 
as the servant can be said to be doing the act, in the doing of 
which he is guilty of negligence, in the course of his employment. 
It has more than once been decided that where the defendant 
has sent his horse and cart to transact some particular business, 
and the driver so far deviates from his road as to enter upon a 
new and separate journey, he cannot be said to be acting in the 
employment of the defendant so as to make him responsible for 
his negligence. The case of the chauffeur who, in the absence, 
and without the consent of his master, takes a friend for a drive 
is much stronger in favour of the employer than the one previously 
given. 


**We say.” 


THE HABIT of many English advocates in both branches of the 
profession of identifying themselves with their clients, and using 
the expression ‘‘ we say ” throughout their arguments, dates from 
a very remote period in English legal history, and instances of it 
can be found in the Year Books. Judging from the modern 
reports, it would appear to be more prevalent in the Chancery 
than in the King’s Bench Division. In Zz parte Saffery, Re 
Cooke (4 Ch. D. 555, at p. 558), the usual style is varied, “LANYON, 
for the ame : I say, first, that this was a fraudulent transfer 
of part of the debtor’s property. .- Then we say that it 
was in the nature of a fraudulent preference.” The habit is not 
confined to this country. In a recent French work on the Paris 
law courts, it is stated that “some avocats identify themselves 
with their clients, crying out: No, gentlemen, we have not 
deceived our husband. We are an honest woman.” This is 
possibly a jest on the part of the writer, but we can ourselves 
remember a statement by the legal representative of a debtor in 
the * tial Court that “we have been in prison for six 
wee 





An in was held, says the Times, on Saturday by Mr. John 
Troutbeck, the Westminster coroner, on the body af Mr. Charles 
George wry solicitor, of London-road, Croydon, who died in the 
lavatory at Victoria Station, on Thursday, owing to self-inflicted 
wounds in the throat. It appeared that a receiving order in bankruptcy 
made against him had caused him great worry, and on the morning 
of his death he was to have attended the first meeting of his creditors. 
The jury returned a verdict of “ Suicide whilst temporarily insane,”’ 





The Budget and Large Settled _ 
Estates. 


Ir is common ground amongst all parties that the indirect 
effects of the new taxes imposed by Mr. Liorp GzorcE can 
hardly be guessed at present. Perhaps the taxes on land are the 
most experimental of all, though in one form or another they 
are in force in some of the Colonies, notably in New Zealand, 
and in a few of the American States. It is doubtful, however, 
whether, either in the Colonies or in the United States, any estate 
could present such complications of land tenure as many of our 
own. There may be, literally, dozens of different interests carved 
out of a freehold, from quit-rents in respect of feudal rights to 
the mos recent mortgage. Probably many of these interests 
would not be recognized in Colonial systems, and to find a 
parallel it would be necessary to go to the ancient domains of 
the nobility in Bohemia and Silesia, the titles to which are said 
to be very elaborate. 

As regards the new taxes, it is, of course, the life-tenant who 
is most immediately concerned, and his successor has an obvious 
interest in the valuation which is to be declared, it is understood, 
some time in the autumn. Mortgagees, portionists, and jointress 
are not touched at all (save by the higher rate of income-tax) 
until the interests of the life-tenant, and perhaps of the rever- 
sioner, are reduced to zero. On some of the taxes they stand to 
lose by having their security diminished, the claims of revenue 
being paramount; but, on the other hand, the “ unearned incre- 
ment” tax will do them no harm if the estate is now solvent. 
For this only affects an increase of value of their security, and if 
that is already sufficient, they remain safe. 

As regards leaseholders, the tax on reversions is likely to be 
favourable to them if it has no operation, or only a partial opera- 
tion, on the surrender and regrant of a lease before the term has 
expired, for there will be an inducement to the freeholder to 
accept a surrender in order to avoid it. In the ordinary arrange- 
ment, however, the leaseholder paying expenses, the increased 
stamp duty will fall on him. The incidence of the reversionary 
tax in such a case is not quite clear from the Budget speech, but 
if its full value is exacted on a surrender, the leaseholder will not 
benefit. So far as he does, it will be, of course, out of the free- 
hold estate. 

In making his provisional land valuation the tenant for life 
may have a difficult task, for the Chancellor has secured him- 
self against error, intentional or otherwise, with considerable 
adroitness. Human nature being what it is, the tendency of 
the man who has to pay an ad valorem duty, such as the income 


tax, is to put a modest value on his resources; but while this 


would minimize the payments on ungotten minerals and 
undeveloped land, it would have the effect of sending four shillings 
in the pound on the difference between the value so under-esti- 
mated and any future value straight into the Treasury as un- 
earned increment, and thus the low valuation would recoil on 
the present or future owner. A high valuation, if accepted, will 
lessen the “unearned increment,” but if any part of it is in 
respect of minerals, or undeveloped land, a fixed annual impost 
will have to be paid for property not producing income. 

Moreover, from present indications, it looks as though the 
Chancellor intends to secure the Treasury and himself by the 
process known as “having it both ways.” Assuming, for 
example, that the Government assessors and surveyors think 
there is an over-valuation to escape unearned increment duty, 
they can accept it if in their opinion the estate is not really 
likely to appreciate, but reject it if the fagts point the other 
way; and they can deal with an under-valuation similarly. 

In the case of settled estates the tenant for life is, in his own 
interest, probably more likely to make an undér-valuation than 
an over-valuation ; if he is elderly or middle-aged he will know 
that the unearned increment tax will principally be paid by his 
successors—indeed, Mr. Lioryp Grorax has expressly stated that 
this tax when paid by a life-tenant is to be recouped out of 
capital—but he will have to pay the other duties himself. Here it 
may be suggested that, in the case of a settled estate, a valuation 
by a tenant for life should not bind the remainderman, at least 
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unless the trustees concur in its fairness. In the case of a fee 
simple, it may be argued that the owner should take the risk of 
his own mistake, even if it causes him considerable hardship ; but 
whether this be fair or not, the argument does not apply to 
tenant for life and remainderman. Indeed, if the Government 
could insist on the valuation of a limited owner, an aged man 
who disliked his successor might seriously injure his interests by 
an unfair valuation either way. 

Of other proposals affecting settled estates the increased 
stamp duties may be noted. From the Budget speech it would 
appear that if there is a resettlement when a reversioner comes of 
age an ad valorem stamp of £1 per cent. on the whole property 
will be necessary, a fourfold increase; as against this the estate 
duty on his death will continue to be saved under section 5 (2) 
of the Finance Act, 1894, because when he dies he will not be 
“eompetent to dispose” of the property. So far as duty is con- 
cerned, the choice will thus be between paying the £1 per cent. 
immediately for the privilege of resettling, or a full payment of 
estate duty by the ultimate successor when the reversioner dies 
in the enjoyment of the fee simple. But if the resettlement is 
made on marriage and is part of the marriage consideration, only 
five shillings per cent. will be payable ; hence, where practicable, 
the marriage settlement and resettlement should be carried out 
as parts of the same transaction. 

A fair, though minor, comment on the increased duty on 
voluntary settlements is that it increases the cost of prevent- 
ing a spendthrift from squandering his money. It must be 
remembered that we have no “ prodigal ” laws to this end, as on 
the Continent, and to induce a foolish young man to make a 
voluntary settlement is sometimes the only way of saving his 
fortune, not from the Treasury, but from rogues and sharpers of 
both sexes. This is a purpose which the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer would hardly wish to frustrate, and he might well 
exempt from his heavier tax a settlement by a man or woman 
under thirty of certain property (with a maximum limit, if 
thought fit) in order to preserve it. 

The doubled stamp duty on conveyances on sale must, so far 
as it goes, operate as a clog on land transfer. This seems incon- 
sistent with the avowed ideals on which the Land Registry was 
founded, and a system of transfer so perfect that it ousts the 
solicitor but saddles the purchaser with an amount for a 
Government duty larger than his bill under former conditions, is 
not likely to inspire him with much gratitude. 








Leases by Mortgagors in Possession. 


A teasz made by a mortgagor in possession under section 18 of 
the Conveyancing Act, 1881, must, of course, be made in accord- 
ance with the terms of the statute. Apart from the statute, the 
mortgagor has no power to make a lease which will be binding 
on the mortgagee, and hence the power to do so conferred by 
section 18 is limited by the language of that section. The 
section, however, does not profess to state exhaustively all the 
stipulations that a lease must contain, and it is apprehended that, 
provided a lease does not violate any of the specific require- 
ments of the section, it is not invalidated by the fact that it con- 
tains such additional stipulations as the mortgagor thinks proper 
to introduce or allow. The recent case of King v. Bird (1909, 
1 K. B. 837), before Bucknt.t, J., affords an interesting exposi- 
tion of how far the mortgagor can and how far he cannot go in 
this respect. 

In that case a piece of land, referred to as the First Acre, at 
Selsey Bill, with a hotel and buildings, was by a mortgage of the 
11th of December, 1901, conveyed by Daniets to Kuve in fee 
simple as security for £4,500. Kine died in 1902, and the 
plaintiff in the action was his personal representative. In 1904 
Danigis sold the equity of redemption to Bearrig, who also 
acquired possession of adjoining land referred to as the Second 
Acre. Buartiz made additions to the hotel, and the buildings as 
altered were partly on the First Acre and partly on the Second 
Acre. In December, 1907, Beatriz granted a lease of the 


one to the defendant for a term of seven years at a rent of 


for the first two years, £250 during the next four years, 





and £300 for the last year. The lease was determinable at the 
option of the lessee at the end of the second and fifth years, and 
it contained an option for the lessee to renew the lease for a 
further term of seven years at the rent of £350. The lease pur- 
ported to be made in pursuance of section 18 of the Conveyanc- 
ing Act, 1881. The plaintiff alleged that the lease was void, 
and claimed possession. Shortly after the action was brought a 
deed of apportionment was executed between Beattie and the 
lessee, apportioning the rent between the First Acre and the 
Second Acre. 

The most obvious objection to the lease was that it included in 
one demise at a single rent both property subject to the mort- 
gage and property not so subject, and upon this ground the 
learned judge held that it was bad. “To hold,” said he, “that 
this lease is valid as against the mortgagee would be to decide 
that, as against his mortgagee, a mortgagor can include any 
number of distinct and different properties in a lease of the 
mortgaged property of which he is in possession,” and this is not 
authorized by section 18. One of the requirements of the section 
is that the lease shall reserve the best rent that can reasonably 
be obtained, regard being had to the circumstances of the case, but 
without any fine being taken. When a lease is made of the mort- 
gaged and other property at a single rent, it is impossible to 
ascertain whether this condition has been complied with, and a 
subsequent apportionment of the rent by the mortgagor and the 
lessee does not cure the defect. It must be possible to shew that, 
at the time when the lease was granted, the best rent had been 
reserved in respect of the mortgaged property. The learned 
judge does not seem to have stated specifically that this was the 
sole ground of objection to the inclusion of the two properties in 
one demise, but apparently it was the real ground of his decision, 
Provided the mortgaged property is demised at a separate rent, 
it can hardly be an objection to the lease that other property is 
demised by the same document. 

But other objections were made to the lease which, in the 
opinion of the learned judge, were not tenable. It was argued 
that it was bad because it contained an option for the lessee to 
determine the lease before the natural expiration of the term, 
and also because it contained an option for the lessee to renew 
the lease at a specified rent. An option to determine the lease is 
so usual that it would probably have had a disastrous effect on 
many existing leases had it been held that this invalidated the 
lease. Bucoxnii1, J., did not, however, find it necessary to come 
to this conclusion. Section 18 authorizes an agricultural or 
occupation lease for any term not exceeding twenty-one years, 
and a building lease for any term not exceeding ninety-nine 
years. Hence a lease under the section must be for some term 
not exceeding these respective periods. Is it any the less a lease 
for an authorized term because there is power to determine*™at 
specified periods? On this question there is clear authority. In 
Edwards v. Millbank (4 Drew. 606) there was a power in a settle. 
ment for the trustees to lease “ for any term or number of years 
not exceeding twenty-one years.” The trustees agreed te grant 
a lease for that period determinable at the end of the seventh 
or fourteenth year, and it was held by Kixpsrsigr, V.C., that 
this would be a good exercise of the power. A lease, he pointed 
out, determinable at stated periods before the full term, is still 
a lease for a term, and provided it cannot exceed the authorized 
period it is no objection that it may not last for the full period 
granted. The authorized period “is a limit beyond which the 
power cannot be exercised, but that limit does not affect the 
question as to the lease being a term,” and it appears to me, 
considering the limitations of the power, that a term deter- 
minable at the option of both the lessor and lessee, or of either 
of them, is entirely within the terms of the power.” There had 
been doubt in Ireland as to such a lease being good. In Lowe 
v. Swift (2 Ball & B., p. 536), Lord Mannsrs, L.C., ex- 
pressed his opinion that it would be a fraud on the power; and 
in Jack v. Creed (2 Huds. & Bro. 128) the King’s Bench held 
the lease to be void. On the other hand, in Jones v. Verney 
(Willes, p. 175) Wigs, C.J., expressed the opinion that a 
clause enabling the lessee to quit before the expiration of the 
term did not invalidate the lease, and the validity of a lease 
with a clause of surrender was recognized in Sheehy vy. Muskerry 




























































eenempnatnes hha sensi mdnes 


as 


dyin NB Hind RE RIO amped ES hig er creek eh xemtnmemterreandap ered ema ee 


aa " 



















500 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


May 15, 19009. 








2 
(1H; L.'C. 576). The statutory power conferred by the Con- 
veyancing Act, 1881, does not seem to differ in this respect from 
an express power of leasing, and Bucxni11, J., decided, in accord- 
ance with the English authorities, that the lease in the present 
case was not invalidated by the insertion of the option for the 
lessee to determine it. 

As to an option to renew the lease at the end of the term, 
there was no need to hold the lease bad because this option had 
been inserted. The option, if exercised, would involve the grant 
of a fresh term, and the rent to be reserved would, under the 
statute, have to be the best then obtainable. Hence such an 
option cannot be given in a lease granted under the statutory 
power. The principle is the same as that which prevents 
trustees from granting a lease with an option of purchase: 
Oceanic Steam Navigation Co. v. Sutherberry (16 Ch. D. 236). 
But the lease is not bad on this ground. It is a good lease for 
the original term, and at its expiration the mortgagor would be 
justified in granting a renewal in accordance with the option if 
the rent to be reserved was at that time the best obtainable. 
“Tf,” said Bucxni1, J., “on such renewal it could be shewn that 
£350 was not the best rent, then the renewal would, in my 
opinion, be invalid as against the mortgagee for that reason ; 
but that is not the same thing as holding that the liberty to 
renew invalidates the lease now, and I do not think it does.” 
From all which it appears that a lease, keeping within the terms 
of section 18, will not be void because it contains other usual 
clauses; but it must not on any account include other than the 
mortgaged property, unless the rent is apportioned in the lea-e. 








Reviews. 


Parliamentary Registration. 


THe PARLIAMENTARY AND LocaL GovERNMENT REGISTRATION 
- MANUAL: BEING A PracticaL GUIDE TO THE REGISTRATION OF 
VoTERS, AND THE CouRTS OF THE REVISING BARRISTERS ; WITH 
AN APPENDIX OF ALL THE STATUTES RELATING THERETO FROM 
THE Rerorm Act, 1832 ; TOGETHER WITH THE REGISTRATION 
OrvDER, 1907. By M. Murr Mackenzie and S. G. Lusuinerton, 
Barristers-at-Law. Turrp Eprtion. By 8.G. LusuincTon and 
. a E. Fietcner Barristers-at-Law. Shaw & Sons ; Butterworth 
0. 


Twelve years have passed since the last edition of this valuable 
book was published, and indeed it has been impossible of late years 
to find any really comprehensive text-book on the subject of more 
recent date. During that time a number of important decisions have 
been given, and a work which incorporates them is badly wanted, and 
will be more than we!c»me to all concerned in this branch of the law. 
This book fuily satisfies all reasonable requirements, and contains 
references to cases as late as those reported in the March number of 
the Law Reports for the present year. It is not creditable to the 
nation that a subject which might easily b2 made so simple should in 
fact be so complicated and difficult, but such is the case; and that 
being so, a clear, well-written and accurate text-book (such as this is) 
is an absolute necessity in dealing with registration matters and the 
business of the revision courts. 





Justices’ Practice. 


Stove’s Justices’ MANUAL: BEING THE YEARLY Justices’ Prac- 
TIcE For 1909. With TaBie or Sratures, TABLE CF Cases, 
APPENDIX OF Forms, AND TABLE OF PUNISHMENTS. FORTY-FIRST 
Epition. Edited by J. R. Rogerts, Solicitor. Shaw & Sons 
Butterworth & Co. 


“Stone” comes out a little later this year, and that is not to be 
wondered at, seeing that many of the important statutes, passed last 
year and duly incorporated in this edition, did not receive the Royal 
Assent till the 21st of December. Now that it has come, it proves to be 
an immense book. Every year it grows with the ever-growing mass of 
business laid by Parliament on the shoulders of our magistrates, 
Twenty-cight Acts of last year are noticed in this volume, the most 
far-reaching and important being the Children Act, the subject 
of which oceupies some seventy pages. A large number of recent 
Eecisions also have had to be inserted, and some of the dicta and 
fatgnents of the Court of Criminal Appeal have received attention. 

k occupies so unique a position, and its value and arrangement 
are 80 well known, that criticism or description would be useless, 


Suffice it to say that in the latest edition we have the old book 
brought up to the requirements of to-day. 





Books of the Week. 

The Law and Practice under the Companies (Consolidation) Act 
1908, and the Limited Partnerships Act, 1907, containing the Statutes 
and the Rules, Orders, and Forms to Regulate Proceedings. By the 
Right Hon. Sir Henry Burton Bucktey, Knight, V.C., M.A., one 
of the Lords Justices of bis Majesty’s Court of Appeal. Ninth 
Edition. By the Author. Stevens & Haynes. 


The Laws of England : being a Complete Statement of the Whole 
Law of England. By the Right Hon. the Earl of Hatssury, Lord 
High Chancellor of Great Britain 1885-86, 1886-92, and 1895-1905, 
and other Lawyers. Vol. VII. : Constitutional Law (Part VI. to end) ; 
Contempt of Court ; Attachment and Committal ; Contract. Butter- 
worth & Co. 


Mayne’s Treatise on Damages. By Jonn D. Mayne, Barrister-at- 
Law. Eighth Edition. By Lumury Sura, K.C., Judge of the City 
of London Court. Stevens w« Haynes. 


A Digest of Equity. By J. Anprew Srranan, M.A., LL.B, 
Reader of Equity to the [Inns of Court and G. H. B. Kenrick, LL.D, 
Barristers-at-Law, Member of the Board of Examiners appointed by 
the Council of Legal Education. Second Edition. Butterworth & Co, 


The Measure of Damages in Actions of Maritime Collisions. By 
E. S. Roscor, Barrister-at-Law. With Notes of American Cases and 
Epitomes of the Law of Scotland, by Joun A. Spens; France, by 
LEopoLp Dor, and Germany by Dr. O. SCHROEDER ; also Some Un- 
reported Judgments and Registrars’ Reports. Butterworth & Co. 

An Epitome of the Law affecting Charter-parties and Bills of 
Lading. By Lawrence Duckworts, Barrister-at-Law. Third 
Edition, Revised and Enlarged. Effingham Wilson. 

The Law Magazine and Review: a Quarterly Review of Juris- 
prudence, being the Combined Law Magazine, founded in 1828, and 
the Law Review, founded in 1844. May, 1909. Jordan & Sons 
(Limited). 

Leaves of the Lower Branch: The Attorney in Life and Letters. 
By E. V. B. Curist1an, LL.B. With Illustrations. Smith, Elder 
& Co. 








Correspondence. 


A Trap in the Companies (Consolidation) 
Act, 1908. 
[Zo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—I should like to call the attention of the profession, or that 
part of it which is engaged in the practice of Company Law, toa 
trap which appears to have been laid for them in the Companies 
(Consolidation) Act, 1908. 

Hitherto, “extraordinary” resolutions and “ special resolutions” 
have been well recognized as two separate and distinct kinds of reso- 
lutions, defined respectively by sections 129 and 51 of the Companies 
Act of 1862, and in drawing the notices of meetings convened to pass 
such resolutions it has been the regular practice to state on the face 
of the notices whether the resolution proposed to be passed is “ extra- 
ordinary ” or “special,” as the case may be. 

Section 69, however, of the Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908, 
after defining an extraordinary resolution as one passed “ by a majority 
of not less than three-fourths of such members entitled to vote as 
are present in person or by proxy at a general meeting of which 
notice specifying the intention to propose the resolution as an extra 
ordinary resolution has been duly given,” proceeds to define a special 
resolution as one “ which has been passed in manner required for the 
passing of an extraordinary resolution.” 

Eminent counsel has advised that to satisfy the requirements of 
this section it is necessary, in giving notice for the first meeting to 
ace a special resolution, to state the intention to propose that reso- 

ution as an extraordinary resolution. ~ 

While I venture to doubt the correctness of this opinion, if the 
intention to confirm the resolution as a special resolution is clearly 
stated on the face of the notice, it is obvious that if the opinion i# 
correct the aew Act will necessitate an entire change of the practice 
which has been regularly followed for many years past, and that the 
section above referred to has. in this instance, introduced confusion 
where none previously existed, between two entirely separate and 
distinct things. 

In that case it isto be hoped that the draftmanship of this section 
is not a faiy specimen of the draftmanship of the Act as a whole. 

14, St. Helen’s-place, E.C., May 7. W. W. Paring 





[See observations under the head of “Current Topics.”—Ep. S.J] . 
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The Demand for More Judges, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 

Sir,—With your permission, I should like to answer one or two of 
the objections in your courteous observations on my proposition that 
the High Court ought at this turning point in its impending and 
inevitable development to provide itself with new machinery for fry- 
ing actions which might have been brought in a county court. And 
further, that this machinery ought to be of the same calibre and 
approximate cost as that which would have efficiently disposed of 
those actions had they been in fact brought in the county court. 

Iam unable to see that my proposition involves in any shape or 
form, or in the smallest degree, an amalgamation of the High Court 
with the county court, or that it would create “intermediate” 
judges. As a matter of fact, the High Court already possesses 
machinery which is used to a limited extent for this very purpose, 
and it has never before been supposed to work in that direction. It 
is restricted to actions where the parties consent (e.g., under ord. 14, 
r. 7) to refer their action for trial before a master. A number of 
cases are tried in this way because the public confidence in the 
tribunal has been steadily growing for years, and only lack of time to 
do the work prevents the masters from trying more of these cases. 
Many actions are also tried before the official referees, but here 
again section 14 of the Arbitration Act restricts the scope of the juris- 
diction to cases of a particular nature. As a consequence of these 
limitations, there are still some 600 cases a year that might have been 
brought in a county court which have to be sent for trial in court 
before judges of the High Court, thereby occupying their time 
unnecessarily, according to my humble opinion, on matters which 
might be disposed of quite as well at less than a third of the cost to 
the country. 

There is no denying the fact that if this half (in number only, not 
in impo! tance or in length of time occupied) of ali the cases tried in 
the King’s Bench Division were provided for independently of the 
judges of the High Court (except for appeal) there would be no 
arrears, and a system would have ote created which could be easily 
and economically developed to keep down arrears in future. 

When this fact is coupled with another of great importance— 

namely, the Appellate Jurisdiction Act, 1908, which makes every 
judge of the High Court liable to be called upon to sit in the Court 
of Appeal, the whole solution of the present difficulty of the High 
Court comes vividly into view. What will be the use of that Act, by 
which the High Court judges are to be taken for appeal work, if the 
burning question of the arrears of work waiting for them as judges 
of first instance is not to be otherwise provided for at the same time ? 
The question answers itself. It will merely increase the arrears of 
actions for trial, which even at present approximate to a denial of 
justice to litigants. But if those arrears are dealt with—as dealt 
with they must be if the Supreme Court is to retain the confidence 
of the public—the Appellate Jurisdiction Act, 1908, will be the key- 
stone of the arch supporting the Supreme Court above the charge of 
incapability to cope with its work of both trials and appeals. 
_ With regard to your suggestion that my proposal for lower grade 
judges would alter the scale of costs, I may point out that it could 
not possibly have any such effect, because in the class of actions alone 
involved in my proposal—z.e., actions which vould have been brought in 
a county court, the High Court can now only allow costs on the county 
court scale (County Courts Act, s. 116), unless a judge certifies for 
High Court costs. This certificate is only given in exceptional cases, 
and would still be only so given. 

Whether the proposed new judges for this less important class of 
actions should be called “ His Honour ” or by any other title is surely 
a matter of minor importance. I think that that would be the most 
proper method of address, They ought to be judges, and not referees, 
and, to guard against all possible confusion, might be styled “ Deputy 
Judges of the High Court,” which would make it clear that, while 
they were part of the judicial machinery of the High Court, they 
were not within the meaning of any statutory provision conferring 
personal jurisdiction on “a judge of the High Court.” There is no 
reason that I can see, either of sentiment or expediency, why, if the 
need justifies it, the High Court should not create for itself, for its 
own requirements, a number of sub-judges in fact, and acknowledged 
as such, but with a limited jurisdiction ; lower than the judges of 
the High Court, but within their limited jurisdiction empowered to 
try actions with or without juries. The nucleus already exists for 
the formation of this Lower Court of King’s Bench in the official 
referees and the masters, all of whom are alread rforming 
analogous work, as I have explained above, with an addition to their 
numbers, and the removal of the existing restrictions which confine 
the scope of their judicial work within unnecessarily narrow limits, 
they would form an excellent Lower Court of King’s Bench for the 
trial of the class of actions under discussion. 

In discussing this matter let us leave nothing out of sight. The 
legitimate interests of the bar have to be considered. Would 
they be prejudiced by my proposal? I think not. One of the 
most striking features of the Judicial Statistics is that which shews 





the continual preponderance of the smaller actions—.e. actions 
which might have been brought in the county eourt but are in fact 
brought in the High Court—over the actions of greater importance. 
How is this fact going to be met? Either the High Court must be 
amalgamated with the county court, or, in other words, ogee in 
these actions must be shut out of High Court (for that. is what 
this proposed amalgamation really means), or the High Court must 
provide itself with equally economical machinery to deal with these 
cases. The question of tion was considered by the County 
Courts Committee, and they were equally divided. It involves a 
host of considerations, but I cannot bring myself to believe that any 
one of them, or all of them combined, can be so os as the inalien- 
able right, which ought to exist within reasonable limits for every .. 
subject, to come to the High Court if he so desires. The bar suffers 
by arrears and delays almost as much as litigants, and would benefit 
equally by the removal of those arrears. And I suggest that in the. 
matter of promotion as well as of the prompt dis of all cases, the 
bar would benefit more on the whole by a wider diffusion of patro 
consequent on the creation of a larger number of sub-ju than by 
adding a smaller number of High Court judgeships. ese minor 
judgeships would™be more easy to obtain in any quantity found 
necessary than the more costly High Court judgeships will ever be, 
because the demand would be so obviously an economical and 
effective proposal for meeting the difficulty of arrears. 

May 11. F. A. §. 


[See observations under the head of “ Current Topics.”—Ep, S.J.] 


New Orders, &c. 


Rules of the Supreme Court (May), 1909. 
Orper XXXIX., Ruwe 4. 

1. Order XXXIX., Rule 4, is hereby annulled, and the following 
Rule shall stand in heu thereof :— 

The notice of motion shall be a 14 days’ notice, and shall be served 
within 10 days after the trial, or where further consideration has been 
adjourned within 10 days after judgment has been given on such 
further consideration. The time of the vacations shall not be reck- 
oned in the computation of the time for serving the notice of motion, 


Orpver LVIIL, Rue 15. Bere 
2. Order LVIIL, Rule 15, shall be read as if at the beginning of 
the Rule, the words “subject and without prejudice to the powers 
of the Court of Appeal under order LXIV., Rule 7” were inserted, 
and asif the words “ except by special leave of the Court of Appeal 
and “except by such leave” were omitted therefrom. 


Orprr LXI., Rue 8a. ; 

3. It shall not be necessary to enrol any recognizance or bond 
given by a receiver, or liquidator, or guardian in pursuance of an 
order of the Court or a J udge, but the same shall be filed and kept 
as a record, until the same has been duly vacated by order. 


Orver LXV., RULE 27, REGULATION 29a. 

4. In taxations under or pursuant to the Solicitors Act, 1843, of a 
solicitor’s fees, chen, Sa disbursements no such disbursements 
shall be allowed which have not been actually made before the de- 
livery of the bill of costs unless the bill shall expressly state that 
they have not then been made, and shall set out such unpaid items 
of disbursements under a separate heading in the bill, in which case 
they may be allowed by the Taxing Master if they are actually made 
before the commencement of the proceedings in which the taxation 
takes place, and are made in discharge of an antecedent liability of 
the solicitor (including counsel’s fees) properly incurred on f of 
the client. _For the pur of computation of one-sixth thereof 
such bill shall be deemed to include such unpaid items as part of the 
bill. 

Provided also that if the proceedings for taxation shall have been 
commenced by the client or a third party, payments made by the 
solicitor pending such cea £ in discharge of any such ante- 
cedent liability so set out ia the bill (including counsel's fees) may 
be allowed by the Taxing Master, if actually made before the com. 
mencement of the taxation, if it appears to him that such payments 
have been properly made and that no injustice is done thereby. — 

The provisions as to the review of taxations shall apply to anything 
done by the Taxing Master pursuant to this Rule. 

5. These Rules, which shall come'into operation on the Ist of June, 
1909, may be cited as the Rules of the Supreme Court (say), 1909, 
or each Rule may be cited according to the heading with 
reference to the Rules of the Supreme Court, 1883. 

The 3rd of May, 1909. 

(Signed) 








Loresurn, C. 

Hereserr H. Cozens-Harpy, M.R. 
R. L. Vavenan Witttams, LJ. 
R. J. Parker. J. 

CurisTorger JAMES. 

James 8, Beats, Pres, Law Soc. 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


BURR v. SMITH AND OTHERS. No.1. 7ih May. 


DeramMaTion—Action or Liszt Acarnst Pusiic OFFIcIaLS—WINDING-UP 
OF CoMPANY—REPORTS MADE BY DEFENDANTS REFERRING TO THE 
LiquipaTION oF ComPANrES PROMOTED BY THE PLAINTIFF—ABSOLUTE 
Privitece PLreapep—Orper Stayinc Action—Companies (WINDING- 
vp) Act, 1890, ScHepute 1 (3) anp s. 29. 


The plaintiff commenced an action to recover damages for alleged 
libel contained in official reports made in the winding-up of certain 
companies which had been promoted by the plaintiff. 

eld, that the action pdt not be maintained against the defendants, 
as the official reports were privileged documents, and therefore the 
action had on that ground rightly been stayed. 

Bottomley v. Brougham (52 Soticrrors’ JournNnAL 225; 1908, 1 K. B. 
584) followed. 


Appeal by the plaintiff, a financial agent carrying on business in the 
City, against an order of Lawrance, J., at chambers, directing that the 
statement of claim should be struck out. The plaintiff claimed damages 
for alleged libel contained in the official reports made by the defendants 
in the matter of the liquidation of the Colliery and General Contract 
Co. (Limited) and other companies connected therewith. The defendants 
were Mr. John Smith, C.B., the Inspector-General in Bankruptcy and 
Inspector-General in Companies’ Liquidation; Mr. George Stapylton 
Barnes, one of the Official Receivers under the Companies (Winding-up) 
Act, 1890, attached to the High Court of Justice; and Mr. Harold De 
Vaux Brougham, formerly an Official Receiver in Bankruptcy, and 
subsequently an Official Receiver in Companies’ Liquidation, to recover 
damages for libel. In the year 1896 and subsequent years the plaintiff 
was concerned in the opening out and development of a mineral area 
in the South of England known as the Kent Coalfield, and promoted 
various companies in connection therewith. In 1899 a limited company 
known as the Colliery and General Contract Co. (Limited), which had 
business transactions with some or all of the said companies, was com- 
pelled to go into liquidation. The following cases were cited in support 
of the appeal: Royal Aquarium v. Parkinson (1892, 1 Q. B. 431), 
Munster v. Lamb (11 Q. B. D. 588), and Scott v. Stanfield (L. R. 3 Ex. 
220). Without hearing counsel for the respondents, 


FietcHeR Moutton, L.J., said the appeal failed. The action was 
against three defendants, and, so far as Mr. Barnes and Mr. Brougham 
were concerned, the alleged libels were contained in official reports 
made by them under section 3 of the First Schedule to the Companies 
(Winding-up) Act, 1890. That section was as follows: ‘‘ The official 
receiver shall also, as soon-as practicable, send to each creditor men- 
tioned in the company’s statement of affairs, and to each person appear- 
ing from the company’s books or otherwise to be a contributory of the 
company, a summary of the company’s statement of affairs, including 

» the causes of its failure, and any observations thereon which the official 
receiver may think fit to make.” -The official receivers were officers of 
the court which had to do with the liquidation of companies—that was 
to say, were officers of this court. Where a company was compulsorily 
wound up, the official receiver had to perform this duty imposed upon 
him by the Act, and he had to perform this duty as an officer of the 
court in connection with an inquiry which might be called a judicial 
inquiry. The performance of such a duty was a matter of absolute 
privilege, and absolute privilege attached to a report made in the 
performance of this duty : Bottomley v. Brougham (1908, 1 K. B. 584). 
He thought that the reasons given for his judgment by Channell, J., 
were admirably expressed, and were perfectly accurate. They were 
as follows : ‘‘It is not that there is any privilege to be malicious, but 
that, so far as it is a privilege of the individual—I should call it 
rather a right of the public—the privilege is to be exempt from all 
inquiry as to malice; that he should not be liable to have his conduct 
inquired into to see whether it is malicious or not—the reason being that 
it is desirable that persons who occupy certain positions as judges, 
as advocates, or as litigants should be perfectly free and independent, 
and to secure their independence, that their acts and words should not 
be brought before tribunals for inquiry into them merely on the 
allegation that they are malicious.’ The action against Mr. John 
Smith was in a different position. The alleged libel complained of in 
this part of the case was contained in a report made under section 29 
of the Companies (Winding-up) Act, 1890. That section was as follows : 
** (1) The officers of the courts acting in the winding-up of companies 
shall make to the Board of Trade such returns of the business of their 
respective courts and offices at such times and in such manner and form 
as may be prescribed, and from such returns the Board of Trade shall 
cause books to be prepared which shall, under the regulations of the 
Board, be open for public information and searches. (2) The Board 
of Trade shall also cause a general annual report of all matters judicial 
and financial within this Act to be prepared and laid before both 
Houses of Parliament.”” The Board of Trade could only perform its 
statutory duties by means of its officers. The meaning of sub-section 2 
of the section which he had just read was that the Board of Trade 
should set its officers to prepare such a report. He need not say 
whether an officer of the Board of Trade was an officer of the court. 
He was an officer of the Board by whom the Board was enabled to 
perform ite statutory duty. He acted as the hand of the Board of 





Trade, and when he made a report he was reporting to no other body 
than that of which he was, so to speak, a part. He had no doubt 
whatever that the coming of this report into the hands of superior 
officers of the Board of Trade did not constitute any publication at all. 
This was merely a part of the preparation of a report under the section, 
The Board of Trade, however, had not only to prepare the report, but 
also to lay it before Parliament. But that did not make the officers 
liable in respect of any libellous statement that might be contained in 
the report. The order for the report to be printed came from Parlia- 
ment. He thought there was here no publication of this report at all 
by the defendant, Mr. Smith. The Board, by adopting it, made it their 
report, and Parliament ordered it to be circulated. The action, there- 
fore, could not be maintained against the defendant Mr. Smith. Fur- 
ther, he thought that under the inherent power of the court this 
action might properly be dismissed as frivolous and vexatious. 

Farwett, L.J., concurred. Appeal dismissed.—CounseL, Hume- 
Williams, K.C., and J. R. Bell Hart, for the plaintiff ; Sir W. S. Robson, 
A.G., and Rowlatt, for the defendants. Soxicrrors, W. Stopher; The 
Solicitor to the Board of Trade. 

[Reported by Erskine Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 


HANRAHAN v. LEIGH-ON-SEA URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL. 
No, 1. 5th May. 


Loca GovERNMENT—ByYE-LAWS—BvuILpINcGs—NeEw Burip1nc—Conver- 
SION OF Rar~way CARRIAGE INTO DWELLING-HOUSE—DEMOLITION OF 
Who te SrrucrurE sy Loca AurHority—Pusiic Heattu Act, 1875 
(38 & 39 Vicr. c. 55), s. 159. 


The effect of the provision in section 159 of the Public Health Act 
1875, that, for the purposes of the Act, the conversion into a dwelling- 
house of a building not originally constructed for human habitation 
shall be considered the erection of a new building, is that the provisions 
of the Act, and of bye-laws made under the Act as to new buildings, 
become applicable to the converted building as if it were an entirely 
new building. 

Hence an old railway carriage which the plaintiff acquired when he 
purchased a plot of land and converted into a dwelling-house became 
thereby a new building within the meaning of the above section, and 
as it did not comply with bye-law 10, the defendants were, under 
bye-law 102, after having given the proper notices, entitled to pull 
down the whole structure. 

Decision of Divisional Court 
1 KX. B. 263) affirmed. 


Appeal by the plaintiff from a decision of the Divisional Court 
affirming a judgment of the judge of the Southend County Court. The 
plaintiff purchased land on which stood an old railway carriage pre- 
viously used as a refreshment room. By slight alterations he converted 
it into a residence, in which he lived, with his wife and children. The 
defendants after serving a notice upon the plaintiff, which he dis- 
regarded, demolished the residence as being a new building in con- 
travention of a bye-law made pursuant.to the Public Health Act, 1875, 
s. 157. By section 159 of that Act the conversion into a dwelling-house 
of any building not originally constructed for human habitation is to 
be considered the erection of a new building. The defence to the 
action brought in the county court, claiming damages for the demolition 
of the residence and the conversion of the materials of which it was 
composed, was that under the bye-laws the defendants were justified in 
removing the building. In satisfaction of the conversion of the materials 
they paid into court the sum of £5 10s. The jury awarded the plaintiff 
£5 damages, and the judge accordingly entered judgment for the 
defendants upon this point. With regard to the trespass, he decided 
that by virtue of the provisions of the Public Health Act, 1875, and of 
the bye-laws under it, the defendants were justified in what they had 
done. The Divisional Court (Bigham and Walton, JJ.) dismissed the 
plaintiff’s appeal. 

Tue Courr (Lord Atverstone, C.J., and FietcHer Moviton and 
Farwet., L.JJ.), without hearing counsel for the respondents, upheld 
the decision of the Divisional Court, and dismissed the appeal with 
costs.—CounseL, Radcliffe, K.C., and Thornton Lawes, for the 
appellant; Atkin, K.C., and Herbert Smith, for the respondents. 
Soricrrors, C. 7'. Wilkinson; Lees & Co. 

[Reported by Exsxrns Rerp, Barriater-at-Law.] 


RUMBOLD v. LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL AND SCOTT. No. 1. 
5th May. 


Pracrice—PLeaDING—DeErENceE NOT SpectALLY PLEADED—INEVITABLE 
Accipent—R.8.C. XIX., 15.° 


At the trial of an action for negligence against two defendants, 
evidence was given to shew that the accident was inevitable, although 
that defence was not upon the pleadings. Sutton, J., left this question 
to the jury, and they found for the defendants. The plaintiff appealed 
on the ground (1) that the learned judge had improperly admitted 
evidence of an inevitable accident, there being no such defence raised by 
the defendants in their pleadings; and (2) that the learned judge was 
wrong in law in not allowing an adjournment to the plaintiff, as the 
plaintiff was taken by surprise on the defendants placing evidence before 
the jury that it was the negligence of a third party which caused the 
defendants’ vehicles to collide and injure the plaints 

Held, that as upon the facts it was obvious that the jury might have 


(53 Soxicrrors’ Journat 163; 1909, 
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to consider the question of inevitable accident, the giving evidence to 
support that defences 00 not a matter of ‘‘ surprise,”’ which entitled 
the plaintiff to an adjournment. At the trial the defendants elected to 
stand on their pleadings, and Sorclore no amendment was asked for. 
The ruling of the judge was therefore right, and there being no mis- 
direction alleged except the allowing the jury to consider the question 
of inevitable accident, the appeal failed. READ 

Semble per Lord Alverstone, C.J., that the decision tn a Countess 
of Winchilsea v. Beckly (2 7. L. R. 300) (relied on by the plaintiff) 
was wrongly decided. 

Application by the plaintiff for judgment or new trial on appeal 
from the verdict and judgment at a trial before Sutton, J., and a 
common jury. ‘The plaintiff claimed damages for personal injury 
alleged to have been caused by the negligence of the defendants or 
their servants. The statement of claim set out that on the 10th of 
October, 1907, the plaintiff was a passenger on one of the defendant 
council’s trams, when the said tram came into collision with a van 
driven by the defendant Scott or his servant, and that by such collision 
the plaintiff suffered injuries. The defendants both denied negligence. 
At the trial evidence was given to shew that the horses of the van shied 
at a piece of gaudy paper, which was blowing about in the road, and 
that the accident was wholly inevitable. It was argued for the plaintiff 
upon this evidence having been given that if the defence of inevitable 
accident was to be considered by the jury it was a new defence, and on 
the authority of Dowager Countess of Winchilsea v. Beckly (2 T. L. R. 
300), the plaintiff was entitled to have the case adjourned to amend his 
pleadings, or to have the evidence ruled by the judge as inadmissible, as 
raising altogether a fresh defence. Sutton, J., ruled against the plain- 
tiff, and judgment having on the verdict been entered for the defen- 
dants, the present appeal was lodged by the plaintiff. 

Lord AtverstonE, C.J., in giving judgment, said that each of the 
defendants put upon the record a defence denying negligence, and 
saying that if there was negligence, the accident was due to the 
negligence of the other. It was now contended by the plaintiff that 
the evidence that was given, which pointed to the accident being 
caused by a piece of paper blowing about, raised a new defence—that 
of an inevitable accident—and that the judge was wrong in allowing 
the jury to consider it. He was surprised to hear that that point was 
taken, because he had often ruled that it was a question for the jury 
whether there was negligence or not, and that if in the course of the 
case it was consistent with the evidence that the accident had happened 
through no negligence of either plaintiff or defendant, it was open to 
the jury to find for the defendant. He never remembered such a plea 
in an action of negligence. It was said that the contrary was ruled by 
Huddleston, B., in 1886, in the case of Dowager Countess of Winchilsea 
v. Beckly (supra), which to a certain extent supported that view. In that 
case counsel asked leave to amend his defence, and the case was ad- 
journed, and to that extent Huddleston, B., gave effect to the contention. 
In his (the Lord Chief Justice’s) judgment that case was wrongly 
decided. He thought that where upon the evidence it was obvious that a 
question of inevitable accident might arise the jury might consider the 
evidence. But then it was said that it was a matter of surprise. There 
might be cases in which entirely new facts arose at the trial, and in which 
the judge might grant an adjournment. He thought one reason why it 
was not granted here was because the defendants elected to stand on their 
pleadings, and therefore no amendment was made: He had not the 
slightest doubt that it was known that such a point might be raised. 
The ruling of Sutton, J., was therefore quite right, and there was 
really no misdirection alleged except in allowing the jury to consider the 
question of inevitable accident. In his judgment this appeal failed. 

FiercHer Movuiton and Farwett, L.JJ., agreed. Appeal dismissed. 
—Counset, M. O'Connor and P. T. Blackwell, for the plaintiff; 
Rawlinson, K.C., and W. Finlay, for the London County Council; 8. 
0. Henn-Collins, for Scott. Soricrrors, W. B. Blackwell & Co., for 
oeweeky E. Tanner, for the London County Council; and Z. Shalless, 
or scott. 





[Reported by Erskine Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re WHITELEY. WHITELEY v. BISHOP OF LONDON. Eve, J. 
‘ 5th and 6th May. 

Witt—Lecacy—Lecacy Dury—Payaste ovr or Resipve—TiMe ror 
Payment or Lecacy—Inrerest ON Lecacy From A YEAR AFTER 
Testator’s Dgatu. 

A testator directed his executors to pay all duties payable in respect 
hag rong or otherwise — under his will, and directed them at 
ame to set apart and appropriate out of resid 

upon trust for a po ate Ty sei / en ae 
Held, that the appropriated fund was liable to legacy duty, which 

was payable out of residue. 

Held, also, that there being no fixed time for payment, the fund 

carried interest at 4 per cent. from a year after the death of the 

testator. 
The rule laid down by Lord Cairns i 

p. 789) apelieat y in Lord v. Lord (Z. R. 2 Ch., at 

“a was a summons by the executors of the will of the late William 

& nn ‘en have it determined (1) whether legacy duty on a legacy 

of od iteley Homes Trustees was payable out of the fund or out 

@ residuary estate; and (2) whether the legacy carried interest 





from a year from the death of the testator. The questions epott 
the summons involved a very large amount, the legacy being £1,000, 
and the legacy duty thereon being £100,000. The testator by his will 
directed his trustees out of moneys to arise from the sale and conversion 
of his residuary real and personal estate and out of his ready money 
in the first place to pay his funeral and testamentary expenses and 
debts and to pay or provide for the legacies and annuities thereby 
bequeathed, and also all estate, legacy, and other duties —= in 
respect of his estate, and in respect of the said legacies and annuities 
or otherwise payable under his will, and in the next place to set apart 
certain legacies, and subject as aforesaid the testator declared that his 
trustees should, at such time or times and from time to time as they 
should think fit, but nevertheless as soon after his death as circumstances 
would permit, having regard to the amount of his residuary estate at 
his death and the facilities of sale and realisation, and having regard 
to the directions thereinbefore contained, set apart and appropriate out 
of the residue of* the moneys to arise from such sale and realization a 
sum or sums amounting as nearly as might be to but not exceeding 
£1,000,000, and such sum was to be held upon trust for the Whiteley 
Homes Trustees, of which the Bishop of London was one. It was 
contended on behalf of the residuary legatees that the legacy was 
not given until a certain event, that is, until the executors had funds 
in hand to meet it, and therefore it did not carry interest. 

Eve, J.—My sympathy is with the residuary legatees, but my judg- 
ment must be in favour of the Whiteley Homes Trustees. The testator 
gave his residuary estate to his trustees upon trust for conversion with 
a very wide power to postpone conversion. The testator saw that reali- 
zation might be considerably delayed if the estate was to be realized to 
the best advantage, and consequently he gave his executors a wide dis- 
cretion. He then made the bequest to the Whiteley Homes Trustees, 
and declared the trusts upon which the legacy was to be held. In those 
circumstances two questions had arisen, the first being whether- legacy 
duty on the legacy to the Whiteley Homes was to be paid out of the 
legacy itself or out of the residuary estate. The testator had directed 
his executors to pay all duties payable in respect of his estate and 
legacies or otherwise payable under his will. It would be difficult to con- 
ceive words of wider import in which the testator could have provided 
for payment of duty out of residue. There was no reasonable doubt on 
the point, and therefore duty was payable out of the residuary estate. 
With regard to the payment of interest, it was contended on behalf of 
the residuary legatees that the gift to the Homes Trustees was post- 
poned until the estate was realized and the executors had sufficient 
funds in hand to appropriate the legacy. The rule is laid down by Lord 
Cairns in Lord v. Lord (L. R. 2 Ch., at p. 789), where he says : ‘“‘ The 
rule of law is clear, and there can be no controversy with regard to it, 
that a legacy payable at a future day carries interest only from the time 
fixed for its payment. On the other hand, where no time for payment is 
fixed, the legacy is payable at, and therefore bears interest from, the 
end of the year after the testator’s death, even though it be expressly 
made payable out of a particular fund which is not got in until after a 
longer interval.’’ In my opinion, the legacy in the present case is not 
made payable at a definite time. The testator purposely left the time 
for payment open, to depend on circumstances which, at the time of 
making his will, he could not foresee. He did not therefore provide 
that the legacy should not be paid before any fixed time, and conse- 
quently the present case falls within the rule laid down by Lord Cairns 
in Lord v. Lord, and the legacy to the Whiteley Homes carries interest 
at 4 per cent. I may add that this conclusion is in accordance with a 
case not cited in argument of Re Yates (96 L. T. 758). The costs of 
the application will be paid out of the residuary estate.-—CounsEL, 
P. O. Lawrence, K.C., and Sargant ; Jessel, K.C., and Rolt; Errington. 
Soricrrors, Baileys, Shaw, & Gillett ; Rose-Innes, Son, & Crick ; Roche} 
Son, & Neale. , 

[Reported by 8S. E. Wrtt1ams, Barrister-at-Law.] 


TAPSTER v. WARD. Eve, J. 11th May. 


Po.ticy—Lire—BankKRuptTcy oF ASSURED—-SUBSEQUENT PAYMENT OF 
PremiumMs—DeatH or AssuRED—CLAIM TO Poticy Moneys. 


A man effected a policy upon his own life, and ‘subsequently became 
bankrupt, but shortly afterwards received his discharge. He continued 
to pay the premiums on the policy up to the time of his death, when his 
legal personal representatives claimed the policy moneys as against the 
trustee in bankruptcy. 

Held, that the claim of the trustee must prevail, and that the debtor's 
representatives were not entitled to any part of the policy moneys. 

Re Tyler (1907, 1 K. B. 865) distinguished. 


This was a special case to have it determined whether the 
plaintiff, as legal personal representative of John Tapster, was 
entitled to policy moneys, as against the defendant, who was the 
official receiver and trustee for the creditors of J. Tapster. In 1879 
John Tapster effected a policy of assurance in his own name and .on 
his own life for £250. dn the 30th of December, 1879, he presented 
a petition for liquidation without disclosing the existence of the 
policy, and in January, 1880, a resolution was passed that the debtor's 
affairs should be liquidated by ent. A dividend of 14s. was 
paid, and in October, 1880, the debtor was ted his discharge. At 
the date of the liquidation, aud down to close thereof, only cne 
premium was paid, and the policy was then of no surrender value, The 
policy was retained by the debtor, and all subsequent premiums were 
paid by him down to the date of his death on the 19th of April, 1907. It 
was contended on behalf of the plaintiff that the present value cf the 
policy was entirely due to the premiums paid by John Tapster, and 
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therefore his legal personal representative was entitled to the pclicy 
moneys. 

“Eve, J.—In this case the debtor effected a policy of assurance in 
1879 and paid the first premium. In the following Suonsaes he pre- 
sented a petition for liquidation under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. In 
due course a resolution by the creditors was passed, a dividend was 
paid in 1880, and the liquidation was closed, and the debtor received 
his discharge. 
have thought it was of no value, and he paid the premiums up to 
the time of his death, when the value of the policy was £306. The 
insurance office refused to pay the policy moneys to the plaintiff, and 
the question now raised is whether he is entitled to them. It must 
be borne in mind that the policy was unknown to the trustee, and 
that the debtor paid the premiums in the belief that the policy moneys 
would be his, and I assume he was ignorant of the trustee's claim. 
That being so, is there authority for saying that the plaintiff is entitled 
to the policy moneys or the premiums paid by him? The nearest case is 
Re Tyler (1907, 1 K. B. 865), but when one comes to examine the 
facts of that case and the following case of Re Hall (1907, 1 K. B. 875) 
it is quite clear that what the court decided was that the trustee-could 
not justly claim the policy. Do the same considerations operate in favour 
of the debtor in this case? I do not think so. It is impossible to 
say that the principle of Re Tyler ought to be extended to a care like 
the present. The plaintiff claims that he has a right in equity to the 
policy moneys.. I do not think he has any such equity or that the case 
falls within Hz parte James (L. R. 9 Ch. 609). I must hold, therefore, 
that the plaintiff is not entitled to any part of the policy moneys.— 
CounseL, Brodie Cooper, for plaintiff ; Hansell, for defendants. Soxt- 
crrors, H. A. Taylor, for E. H. Godson, Sleaford. 

[Reported by 8. E. Writiams, Barrister-at-Law.] 


. 7. +] 
High Court—King’s Bench 
Division. 

INTERNATIONALE GUANO-EN SUPERPHOSPHAATWERKEN vv. 
ROBERT MacANDREW & CO. Pickford, J. 2nd and 5th 
April ; 4th May. 

Surep—CHARTER-PARTY—EXCEPTIONS—DEVIATION—LIABILITY OF OWNERS. 


Where a ship deviates from the voyage contemplated by the charter- 
party, the shipowners are not protected by exceptions from liability 
contained in the charter-party for damage to the cargo occurring either 
before or after such deviation, as they are then in the position of common 
carriers. 





The plaintiffs claimed in respect of damage to a cargo of superphos- 
hate carried on a steamer called The Cid, under a charter-party made 
y the defendants. The facts as found by the learned judge were as 
follows : The cargo was loaded at Zwijndrecht, in Holland, and was 
to be carried partly to Algeciras and partly to Alicante, the ship having 
the option of calling at Coruiia for cattle. The Cid left Zwijndrecht 
on the 8th of October, 1907. She arrived at Corufia on the 13th of 
October, and left on the 2ist. She arrived at Algeciras on the 25th 
of October, discharged part of her cargo there, and left on the 4th of 
November, there being considerable detention at Algeciras as well as 
at Corufia. From Algeciras she should have gone, according to the 
charter-party, direct to Alicante, but she went to Seville for the pur- 
of the shipowners. She arrived at Seville on the 5th of Novem- 

r, left upon the 8th, and arrived at Alicante on the 11th of November. 
This deviation occupied some five or six days. At Alicante the cargo 
was found to be seriously damaged by reason of the acid having cor- 
roded the bags and allowed some of the superphosphate to escape. The 
damage continued in an increasing ratio with each day the cargo was 
allowed to remain in that condition. 

PickxrorD, J., in the course of a written judgment, said : The plain- 
tiffs alleged that the deviation put an end to the charter-party as from 
the beginning of the voyage, and prevented the defendants from relying 
on any of the exceptions at any-period of the voyage, and that therefore 
they were liable for the whole of the damage as common carriers. The 
defendants denied that proposition, and said they were only liable for 
such damage as was occasioned by the deviation. They said the 
damage was occasioned by the inherent vice of the cargo, and also that 
a greater proportion of the damage, if not the whole, occurred before 
the deviation, and that they were protected, at any rate as to that 
damage, by the provisions of the charter, because the exceptions applied 
to any pert of the voyage before the deviation, and they were onl 
deprived of the benefit of the exceptions after the deviation. He had, 
therefore, to decide the effect of the deviation upon the obligations 
and rights of the parties, and that depended upon what he took to 
be tne true effect of the decision in the case of Joseph Thorley (Limited) 
v. Orchis Steamship Co. (1907, 1 K. B. 660). The plaintiffs said the 
effect of that decision supported their contention that a deviation put 
an end to the contract between the parties by way of charter, no matter 
when or where the deviation took place. The defendants contended 
that that was not the effect of the decision, because that point was 
not before the court at the time, the deviation in that case having 
occurred at the beginning of the voyage. The conclusion he had come 


to was that that case decided that where there was a deviation the 
special contract by charter-party ceased to exist. He thouget this view 


of that decision was taken in the case of The Europa (1908, P. &4). 
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The debtor did not disclose the policy, but he may | 


case stated lies to this division of the High Court. 








He thought, therefore, on the authority of that case, he must hold 
that the defendants could not rely on the terms of the charter, and 
must be treated as common carriers. That still left a serious question 
to be decided, viz., whether as common carriers they were responsible 
for the damage in this case, it being alleged that it was occasioned 
by the inherent vice and nature of the goods themselves. Common 
carriers were not liable for damage due to the nature of the thing 
carried so long as they performed their voyage with reasonable 
despatch under all the circumstances which the had to encounter, 
He thought the condition of the cargo was much aggravated by the 
deviation after its exposure at Algeciras, and, although a common 
carrier was not responsible for damage arising from the nature of the 
article itself so. long as he performed his voyage properly, he was 
responsible if he aggravated that damage by any breach of contrat 
on his part. In this case he thought the damage had been so aggra. 
vated, and the conclusion he had come to was that the plaintiffs were 
entitled to the sum of £175 in respect of the damage which was attribut. 
able to the act of the defendants.—Counset, Simon, K.C., and 
Mackinnon; Scrutton, K.C., and Leck. Soticrrors, Stephenson, 
Harwood, & Co.; Lowless & Co. 
* [Reported by Leonarp C. Tuomas, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division. 
GRIFFITHS v. GRIFFITHS. Bigham, P., and Bargrave Deane, J. 


6th May. 


Hussanp aND Wire—SumMary JuRIspIcTION (Marrirep Women) Act, 
1895 (58 & 59 Vicr. c. 39), ss. 9 anD 11—OrpeErR ror MAINTENANCE— 
ARREARS—BasTaRDY Laws AMENDMENT Act, 1872 (35 & 36 Vict. ¢, 
65, s. 4)—ENFORCEMENT OF PAYMENT—APPEAL. 


An appeal does not lie to the Divorce Divisional Court from a magis- 
trate’s ‘‘order”’ enforcing payment of arrears under a maintenance 
order. 


This was a husband’s appeal against the order of a magistrate. The 
appellant Charles Griffiths appealed against an order made by the metro- 
politan magistrate sitting at the Thames Police Court, on the 13th of 
January, 1909, whereby the appellant had been directed to pay to the 
respondent, Charlotte Griffiths, his wife, the sum of £59 5s., representing 
eighty-three weeks’ arrears of maintenance payable and due under an 
order made under the Summary Jurisdiction (Married Women) Act, 
1895, dated the 28th of September, 1903, on the ground of his desertion. 
Counsel for the respondent took the preliminary objection that no 
appeal lay to this court in respect of the magistrate’s ruling, which was 
not an order within the Act of 1895, but only a direction as to how 
payment of the money due was to be enforced. By section 11 of the 
Act of 1895 appeals from justices were allowed to this court, while 
section 9 provided that the payment of any sum of money adjudged to 
be paid by any order under this Act might be enforced in the same 
manner as the payment of any sum of money is enforced under an 
order of affiliation. Ruther v. Ruther (1903, 2 K. B. 270), which dis- 
tinguished Manders v. Manders (45 W. R. 287; 1897, 1 Q. B. 474), 
decided the point, for the present appeal was not from an order under 
the Act of 1895, but from a decision or ruling as to the enforcement of 
payments due under an order. On behalf of the appellant it was con- 
tended that the appeal was certainly within the provisions of section 
11, and was not governed by section 9. The appellant desired to raise 
the question of jurisdiction, so as to try the case on its merits. He had 
paid under the original order for some years, until his wife went to 
Canada and acquired a domicil there, and he contended that he ought 
not to be compelléd to pay while the respondent was out of the 
jurisdiction. [BicHam, P.—What order was drawn up?] There was 
no ‘‘order,’’ but the entry in the police court’s register is ‘‘ £59 5s. 
and £3 3s. costs, d.d. three months,’’ which meant that in default 
of distress or payment of the amount of arrears and costs, the 
appellant must go to gaol for three months. 

BicHam, P., in giving judgment, said that in 1903 the respondent had 
obtained an order for maintenance. on the ground of the appellant's 
desertion. The latter had paid down to June, 1907, since when he had 
fallen into arrears, amounting to £59 5s. On the respondent’s applica- 
tion the magistrate had made what (for want of a better expression) 
he (the learned President) would call an “‘ order’’ directing payment, or 
distress, or, failing that, imprisonment. The making of the ‘‘ order” 
was within section 4 of the Bastardy Laws Amendment Act, 1872, as 
provided for by section 9 of the Act of 189& That ‘‘order’’ the 
magistrate had jurisdiction to make. The original order, made in 
1903, had never been appealed against, nor had any attempt been made 
to vary or rescind it, and the “‘order”’ which it was now sought to 
appeal against was merely one to enforce payment of arrears due under 
the 1903 order. This was not the proper court to appeal to, and the 
case of Ruther v. Ruther (supra) was conclusive on the point, and 4 
distinct authority for the proposition that an appeal did not lie to the 
Divorce Divisional Court with regard to an ‘‘order’’ enforcing pay- 
ment. In that case Lord Alverstone, C.J., said: ‘‘I am clearly of 
opinion that in the circumstances of this case an appeal by way 
The Act of 1805 
provided a new and amended procedure for making orders for the mait- 
tenance of wives,’and by section 9 it is enacted that the payment of any 
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sum of money directed to be paid by an order under the Act may be 
enforced in the same manner as the payment of money is enforced 
ander an order of affiliation. The p ure for enforcing payment is 
therefore regulated by section 4 of the Bastardy Laws dment 
Act, 1872, which empowers magistrates, where an order for payment has 
not been obeyed, and no sufficient distress can d, to commit the 
defendant to prison for any term not exceeding three months. For the 
respondent reliance is placed upon ‘the case of Manders v. Manders 
(supra), and it was argued that the appeal ought to be to the Probate 
Division ; but Manders v. Manders was a case of an appeal from an 
order on a husband for a weekly payment, made under the Act of 1895, 
whereas in this case the appellant is not appealing against the original 
order, but from the warrant of the magistrate committing him to 
prison for non-payment, which is issued under the Bastardy Act, and is 
not an order such as is referred to in section 11 of the Act of 1895. 
The preliminary objection must therefore prevail, and the appeal be 
dismissed with costs. 

Barcrave Deane, J., concurred.—Counset, Coumbe, for appellant; 
Grazebrook, for respondent. Soxricrrors, Barrett & Co.; C. V. Young. 


[Reported by Diesy Cores-Preepy, Barrister-at-Law.] 








Societies. 


United Law Clerks’ Society. 
ANNIVERSARY FESTIVAL. 


The seventy-seventh anniversary festival of the United Law Clerks’ 
Society was held on Friday, the 7th inst., at the Hétel Cecil, the Lorp 
CHANCELLOR presiding. The following were among the guests: Sir 
John Hollams and Sir George Lewis (honorary trustees), Mr. R. A. 
McCall, K.C., Mr. C. A. Russell, K.C., His Honour Judge Mulligan, 
K.C., Mr. E. G. Hemmerde, K.C., M.P., Mr. Stewart-Smith, K.C., 
M.P., Mr. 8. C. H. Bushe, K.C., Mr. Lewis Thomas, K.C., Mr. J. J. 
Parfitt, K.C., Mr. Felix Cassel, K.C., Mr. R. B. D. Acland, K.C., Mr. 
Ernest Pollock, K.C., Mr. F. Lowe, K.C., Mr. A. J. Walter, K.C., 
Mr. Boydell Houghton, and Mr. Bourchjer F. Hawksley. 

The loyal toasts having been duly honoured, 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR, in proposing ‘‘ Prosperity to the United 
Law Clerks’ Association,’’ said that institutions of this kind for mutual 
assistance had been a feature of this country for a considerable time, 
and he was glad to think they had spread to all professions and callings. 
Those who were concerned in the practice and administration of the 
law in this country formed a great fraternity, and he supposed that 
there were some misguided, unfortunate, unhappy people who thought 
that the lawyers did a certain amount of mischief. He was not of 
that opinion himself, and he was certain that all who knew anything of 
the subject would admit that they contrived among them to do a certain 
amount of good and that they discharged honourably and faithfully 
some of the most important parts of the business of the country. 
They formed one great fraternity, for, although there were among 
them men who were highly stationed, as well as those who were 
stationed in a humbler degree, yet they had all in common their share 
in the brotherhood of the men who practised in the Courts of Justice. 
This particular society had a special claim to their good-will. It was 
commenced nearly eighty years ago, and—a circumstance which would, 
he thought, peculiarly recommend it to their consideration—it was 
started by a few clerks with the object of giving assistance to those 
who should be its members, as well as to those who should not. He 
thought that constituted a great claim upon those of them who did 
not belong to the society. This kind of society ought more than any 
other to appeal to them, becaure the great anxieties of life had been 
_— to nearly every man in the room. For the great anxiety of 
ife was when a man was commencing in his profession or calling, 
having others dependent upon him, wife and children, and he had not 
made a sufficient sum of money to ensure their comfort in the event 
of illness or bereavement, or death. That made a man sad and 
anxious, and he believed that nearly all the anxiety experienced by 
most men in the earlier part of their lives was due to this cause; for 
there were very few who would trouble their minds very much about 
what would happen to themselves. It was what happened, or might 
happen, to others that alone gave any good fellow much concern. He 
did not think there were many men present who had not been 
acquainted with that kind of anxiety, and that being so, nothing 
could be more prudent than combination for the purposes of the society. 
He was glad to see from the accounts that the society was exceedingly 
prosperous, and he hoped it would continue so, and that it would continue 
to ite comfort and help to those who were needing them, and confidence 
and relief to those who were without any present necessity. He trusted 
that all present would do their best to promote sts wellbeing. He 
had been asked to mention that there had been a lamentable absence 
of legacies, but he hoped that the only reason was that there had been 
no occasion for the distribution of personal property of any well- 
wishers of the society. But in view of what was inevitable, he 
hoped that those who could afford it would remember the excellent 
objects which the society had at heart. The subject was somethin 
of a grim one and he would say no more, except that he hoped 
of them would live a very long time, and that then they would 
remember the society. He sincerely ho 
present would try and do something towards agsisting the society. 

Mr. Henry Spray (Treasurer) returned thanks. He said the society 


and felt sure that all 








had a splendid record. The men who founded it eighty years ago had 
nothing but their stout hearts to aid them. They had no experi- 
ence of such a aa before, but they had succeeded, and the present 
members had entered into their labours. If they compared what was 
done in 1832, when a few friends met together in a small room in a 
London public-house to celebrate the first anniversary, they must 
recognise the vast difference of the present splendid gathering. A 
guarantee was afforded of the soundness of the society in the quin- 
quennial valuation which had just been made. 

Mr. A. J. Watrer, K.C., gave the toast of ‘‘ The Legal Profession.” 
He said that the profession was truly a fraternity, that was to say, 
all its branches had been born and bred up together and had worked 
together from the earliest days until some of their members reached 
the highest rank of the Bench. He thought that it was one of the 
great advantages of the English system that all the members of the 
profession started practically from the same common level in the 
administration of justice, and were not, as was the case in some 
countries, divided, so that some were trained to advocate the rights 
and wrongs of others and some as judges. In England they all began 
together and rose from one step in the profession to another. They 
had the honour that the highest judicial officer in the realm was 
presiding, and whether members of the bar, solicitors, managing clerks, 
or barristers’ clerks, they could not but feel that the Lord Chancellor, 
as was the case with all the other members of the Bench, was anima’ 
by the spirit which they recognised as the governing spirit of the 
English Bench, the desire to do justice as between man and man 
without fear or favour. So long as the English bench maintained 
that spirit, so long would it command, as it had commanded for 
centuries, the respect and admiration, not only of the nation, but of 
the world. To whatever country one went, when one got amongst 
lawyers, they were all fired with admiration for the English Bench in 
the absolute impartiality with which everybody who came before it 
was treated. As for the Bar, its members tried to do their duty and 
to ensure that their clients had their cases put in the best possible way. 
Seeing the enormous confidence which was put, and which must be 
put, in the members of the other branch of the profession, and the 
confidential relations which must exist between the public and solicitors, 
he thought he might safely say that there was no body of men through- 
out the realm who so well deserved the confidence that was repo 
in them. When one thought of the secrets, the terrible positions, 
and the difficulties which were daily confided by members of the 
public to their legal advisers, one could not but feel that the solicitors’ 
profession must be an honourable profession indeed. There was 
another body of men represented largely at that gathering, many of 
whom he had known for years and who were friends of long standing. 
They were the judges’ clerks and managing and barristers’ clerks, who 
were more than clerks to their principals—they were guides and 
friends. They helped them when they were perhaps a little low; they 
were useful persons to point out their faults and show them where 
they might have done this better and’ where they might have left that 
unsaid, and the one interest they had at heart was the interest oftheir 
masters, to whose service they devoted untiring work. Solicitors: had 
told him that without their managing clerks they did not know 
how their business would go on. Certainly, so far as his experience 
had gone, an enormous amount of responsibility was thrown upon 
solicitors’ managing clerks, and the responsibility was honourably 
risen to. If you wanted information upon any point connected with 
case, you need only appeal to the managing clerk and he could tell 
you everything about it. They were also very sound lawyers, »nd the 
majority he had met with were the safest of advisers on a great many 
subjects. They worked in an absolutely untiring way for their pria- 
cipals, and he was sure that they deserved a niche in the temple in- 
habited by the legal fraternity. 

Mr. Srewart-Smira, K.C., M.P., responded. He said that although 
there were many drawbacks to the legal profession, there were some 
advantages—it was an avenue to greater things. If a man wanted 
to become a Prime Minister, he should go to the Bar—if he wanted 
to become a Chancellor of the Exchequer, he should be articled to a 
solicitor, and he would then get.an opportunity of being painted in his 
robes of office and hung in the Law Society’s Hall. He would also 
become one of the best hated men in the country. If he wanted to 
become First Lord of the Admiralty, he should cultivate the County 
Court. The Lord Chancellor was presiding over the gathering, and 
even the Speakership of the House of Commons was not closed to 
members of the Bar, and some of the best occupants of that post had 
worn the full-bottomed wig long before they had put it on to go into 
the chair. At the same time, the profession had its drawbacks. It 
was not a rich profession, its work was arduous and not too well paid, 
and for the great bulk of its members there was little opportunity to 
save enough to ensure security in times of sickness. It was one of the 
objects of the society to provide for cases of that kind. Some of the 
members of the profession did not meet with success. They fell by 
the wayside, and their places in the bear-garden and the chicken-run 
knew them no more. It was the business of the society to provide 
for such cases. Surely they might congratulate themselves that those 
who did their duty in the great work of the profession were happy 
in being able to enlist the sympathy of all who took part in the work, 
from the Lord Chancellor on the Woolsack, to the humblest member 
who worked with them day by day . 

Mr. E. G. Hemmerpe, K.C., M.P., proposed the health of ‘ The 
Chairman,” obser that the Lord Chancellor had shown that-a 
man who would sacrifice nothing in opinion or view of duty could 
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yet win the highest position in the State. The whole country had con- 
fidence in the present head of the English law, in his appointment of 
judges and in fis sturdy independence. 

e Lorp CHANCELLOR, in responding, said the place he had to fill 
was not a very easy one in more particulars than one. The profession 
was the best critic of any Chancellor, of any judge, or any member of 
the bar, and the strongest and best check that could be put upon any 
man who was vested with authority was the check of the profession to 
which he belonged. The bar, at which every judge had worked, was a 
constant and vigilant, and watchful society, fearless, not afraid of com- 
plaining if it thought injustice was done, and, therefore, of most valuable 
assistance in preventing the possibility of injustice being done. And 
with regard to the appointments, which was, indeed, the most vexatious 
trouble which could afflict any person who had to make a selection, if 
the profession was satisfied, then he was perfectly certain those appoint- 
ments must be very nearly the right appointments. He hoped he 
should never stoop to use the power entrusted to him for any purpose 
lower than the desire to consider the public welfare, and the public 
welfare alone. He felt what chance meant—that many men who had 
deserved the highest place had not attained it, and that there were 
not a few who had attained high places who hardly deserved them. No 
one knew until the end, until a man’s career was over, and all a man 
could do was to try and keep a high ideal before him and to hope 
that he could not fail to deserve public confidence in the end. 

Mr. E. W. Hansett gave the toast ‘‘The Trustees and Hon. 
Stewards,’”’ to which Sir Sous Hottams responded, and Mr. Spracug, 
of the American bar, proposed the health of ‘‘ The Ladies,’’ Mr. 
Bourcuierk F. Hawkstey returning thanks. 

Mr. Frank Souter (chairman of the acting stewards) announced sub- 
scriptions and donations to the amount of £600, which, he said, had 
been only once exceeded at these anniversaries. 





Sclicitors’ Benevolent Association. 


Tue usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of this association 
was held at the Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, on the 12th inst., 
Mr. Walter Dowson in the chair, the other directors present being Sir 
George Lewis, Bart., and Messrs. A. Davenport, C. Goddard, W. H. 
Gray, C. G. May, R. A. Pinsent (Birmingham), W. A. Sharpe, R. S. 
Taylor, Maurice A. Tweedie, and J. T. Scott (secretary). A sum of 
£740 was distributed in grants of relief, three new members were 
admitted, and other general business transacted. 








Legal News. 


Appointment. 


Mr. Bertram C. Broveu, barrister-at-law, has been appointed Stipen- 
diary Magistrate for the Staffordshire Potteries, in the place of Mr. 
Harold Wright, deceased. 


Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 


Henry EADE CHURCHMAN and JOSEPH 
Georce Freperic HAmpTon COLLINSON, 
Winser, & Collinson), 16, Mincing-lane, London. 


CroyDON WINSER and 
solicitors (Churchman, 
March 28. 


THOMAS CooksEY and HAROLD TEMPLE GOODMAN, solicitors, Bir- 
mingham. Nov. 20. The said business will be carried on by the said 
Thomas Cooksey. [Gazette, May 7. 


EDWARD BERNARD and DAvip HENRY BERNARD, solicitors (Barnes & 
Bernard), 11, Finsbury-cireus, London. March 25. [Gazette, May Il. 





General. 


Among the guests at the Law Society dinner on Wednesday last 
was the Lord Chancellor. 


The Birmingham City Council on Monday decided to raise the 
salary of Mr. J. Stratford Dugdale, K.C., the Recorder, from £400 
to £ per annum. 


Old Serjeants’ Inn has been let by auction at a rent equivalent to 
4s. per foot per annum, or, at twenty-six years’ purchase, £83,200 


Wken the Inn was sold in 1877 to the late Mr. Serjeant Cox, it is 
stated to have realised £57,100. 


The congratulatory dinner to be given by the members of the 
Noithern Circuit to Lord Gorell, Sir John Bigham, and Mr. Justice 
Hamilton will take place at the Whitehall Rooms, Hétel Métropole, on 
Saturday next, May 15. Tickets may be had from Mr. T. G. 
Brocklebank, Goldsmith-building, Temple, E.C. 


Sir Henry Erle Richards, K.C.8.I., K.C., was, says the 7'imes, on 
Wednesday called within the Bar. Though he was appointed King’s 
Counsel some time ago, the delay in calling him within the Bar is 
accounted for by his absence in India as legal member of the Council of 
the Viceroy of India. 





It is stated that the Benchers of Gray’s Inn, acting upon represen. 
tations which have been made to them, have refused to call two Indian 
students to the Bar during the present term. The students in question 
have been accused of being concerned in the propaganda which is said 
to have its headquarters in this country at “‘ India House,”’ Highgate, 
and with which Mr. Shyamaji Krishnavarma, who has been disbarred 
by the Benchers of the Inner Temple, is associated. It is alleged that 
the two Indian students of Gray’s Inn have frequented ‘‘ India House” 
and that one of them has been one of the ‘“‘ managers ”’ of that instity- 
tion. The Benchers have not finally refused to call them to the Bar, 
but have merely intimated to them that they could not be called on 
Wednesday week, as they expected to be, and that the call will be 
deferred until an investigation of the charges brought against them 
has taken place. 


On Monday, in the House of Commons, Sir Gilbert Parker asked the 
President of the Board of Trade whether he was aware that the 
United States had increased the term of copyright by fourteen years 
to a total of fifty-six years; and whether it was intended to revise the 
British law in the near future, so giving fuller justice to the products 
of authorship. Mr. Churchill said: I am informed that under the 
new Copyright Law of the United States, which comes into force on 
July 1, 1909, the initial term of copyright of twenty-eight years 
remains unchanged, and that the further term which may be obtained 
by the author or his personal representatives has been increased from 
fourteen to twenty-eight years. An extension of the term of copyright 
given by British law is suggested by the revised International Con- 
vention signed at Berlin in , aaah 1908, and the proposals of this 
Convention are now being examined by a Departmental Committee. 


If in three weeks 160 cases have been disposed of in the King's 
Bench Division with practically its whole staff of judges at work, 
says a writer in the Daily Telegraph, how long will it be before the 
820 cases figuring in the lists at the beginning of the Easter sittings 
have been heard and determined? This melancholy rule-of-three sum 
is now being worked out in many sets of chambers. When the Whit- 
suntide holidays have come and gone the lawyer is only separated 
from the long vacation by a period of some eight weeks, and the 
judges of the King’s Bench Division are meanwhile scattered over the 
face of the land. It is then that arrears are surely and steadily 
accumulated. If the performance of last year is equalled, 332 cases 
will be got rid of between Easter and August 1. Which will mean 
that some 500 of the cases entered for hearing at Easter will be still 
undealt with in mid-October. Is this state of things really satis- 
factory to the Lord Chancellor? 


The following is the resolution proposed by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer as to land value duties :—‘‘ That on and after the 30th 
day of April, 1909, the following duties be charged in respect of land :— 
(i.) A duty on any increment value accruing after the said date at 
the rate of £1 for every full £5 of that value, the duty to be taken on 
the occasion of the transfer, or the grant of a lease of the land, and 
on the occasion of the death of any person where the property passing 
on his death comprises any such land, and in the case of land belong- 
ing to a body corporate or unincorporate on such periodical occasions 
as Parliament may determine; (ii.) a duty on the value of any benefit 
accruing to the lessor by reason of the determination of a lease at the 
rate of £1 for every £10 of that value; (iii.) an annual duty in respect 
of the capital site value of land which has not been developed for 
building or other purposes, and the capital value of ungotten minerals, 
at the rate of one halfpenny for every pound of that value.” 


At the Surveyors’ Institution on Tuesday, says the J'imes, Mr. A. B. 
Howes, barrister-at-law, read a paper on “Quantity Surveyors: A 
Review of Their Legal Position.” After reviewing the law on the 
subject, Mr. Howes summarised the relationship between the different 
parties to a building contract as follows :—(1) As between owner and 
quantity surveyor. Here there is a contract of service, either direct 
or through the agency of the architect, and there seems to be a 
warranty not of absolute, but of reasonable accuracy. There is a 
custom when an architect has been instructed to obtain tenders, entitling 
the architect to employ a surveyor, and in the event of no tender 
being accepted, the building owner is liable to the surveyor for the 
price of the work done under the implied authority of the owner to 
the architect, but if the owner has accepted a tender with a builder 
in good faith—for the execution of the work, the owner has discharged 
his duty to the quantity surveyor and is not liable for his charges. 
(2) As between builder and building owner. As a general rule there 
is no warranty of the accuracy of the bills of quantities, but when the 
quantities form part of the contract anything necessary to curry out 
the work, but not included in the quantities, wilk be an extra. (3) As 
between quantity surveyor and builder. There is no liability for 
negligence in preparing quantities since there is no privity of contract 
between the parties, but where there is fraud or misrepresentation the 
surveyor is liable. Unless the builder checks the quantities he must 
take the risk of mistakes in them. When once a builder’s tender 18 
accepted and he has received payment from the building owner, part 
of which is for the purpose of paying the surveyor, the builder 
liable to pay the surveyor. (4) As between builder and architect. 1 
latter has no liability as to quantities unless some contract exists 
between him and the builder in reference to their accuracy. (5) 
between quantity surveyor and architect. There is no liability sinee 
the architect/ employs the surveyor as the agent of the building owner 
and not on his own account. 
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_ May 15, 1909. 
Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota or Rectstnans 1% ATTENDANCE ON 





Date Exercercy Aprzat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
ee Rora. No. 2, Joros. Swinyew Eapy. 
Monday ...May 4 Mr —- Mr Farmer Mr Beal Mr Bloxam 
BP acnunesee Borrer Leach Greswell Farmer 
Wednesday ...... 9 Beal Borrer Goldschmidt Leach 
Thursday ......... 20 Greswell Beal Synge Borrer 
Friday ............ 21 Goldschmidt  Greswell Church Beal 
Saturday ......... 22 Synge Goldechmidt Theed Greswell 
Date Mr. Justice Mr, Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
ae, Waneinetox. NeEvitiz. Parxen. Ev. 
Monday ...May y Mr Synge Mr Borrer Mr Searels ie Theed 
Tuesda Charch Beal Bloxam 
Theed Greswell Ohaech Farmer 
Bloxam Golischmidt Theed Leach 
Farmer Synge Bloxam Borrer 
Leach Church Farmer Beal 


The Summer Circuits. 
NorTHERN Cragcurr. 


Mr. Justice Walton.—Wednesday, June 9, at Lancaster; Monday, 
June 14, at Carlisle; Friday, June 18, at Appleby. 
Mr. Justice Coleridge and Mr. Justice Hamilton. —Thursday, July 1, 
at Manchester; Saturday, July 17, at Liverpool. 
NortH-EasTern Crrcvir. 
Mr. Justice Grantham, Mr. Justice Bucknill, and Mr. Justice bray. 


Tuesday, June 8, at York; Wednesday, June 16, at Newcastle-on- 
Tyne; Tuesday, June 22, at Durham ; Wednesday, June 30, at Leeds. 


WeEsTERN CriRculr. 

Mr. Justice Phillimore.—Saturday, June 5, at Salisbury ; Thursday, 
June 10, at Dorchester; Monday, June 14, at Wells; Saturday, June 
19, at Bodmin. 

Mr. Justice Channell and Mr. Justice Sutton.—Saturday, June 26, 
at Exeter. 

SoutnH-Eastern Circuit. 

Mr. Commissioner Avory, K.C.—Tuesday, May 11, at Huntingdon; 
Friday, May 14, at Cambridge; Tuesday, May 18, at Bury St. 
Edmunds ; Saturday, May 22,.at Norwich; Friday, May 28, at Cnelns- 
ford; Wednesday, June 2, at Hertford; Monday, June 7, at Lewes; 
Monday, June 14, at Maidstone; Wednesday, June 23, at Guildford. 

Oxrorp Crecuit. 

Mr. Justice Ridley and Mr. Justice Hamilton.—Wednesday, May 12, 
at Reading; Monday, May 17, at Oxford; Thursday, May 20, at Wer- 
cester; Wednesday, May 26, at Gloucester ; Thursday, June 3, at 
Monmouth. 

Miptanp Crecuvir. 

Mr. Justice Bucknill and Mr. Justice Walton.—Friday, May 14, at 
day, May 15, at Bedford; Wednesday, May 19, at Mismaniaieas 
Saturday, May 22, at Leicester ; soe, wig Ae at ‘Oakham ; Saturday, 
May 29, at Lincoln; Saturday, June 5, erby ; Saturday, June 12, 
at arwick. 

Norru anp Sourn Wates Crecurr. 

Mr. Justice Bucknill and Mr. Justice Walton.—Friday, May 14, at 
Newtown ; Saturday, May 15, at Haverfordwest ; Monday, May 17, at 
y elly ; ’ Wednesday, May, 19, at Carnarvon; Wednesday, May 19, 

ampeter; Friday, May 21, at Carmarthen ; Monday, May 24, at 
eee, Wednesday, May 26, at Ruthin ; Wednesday, May 26, at 
Brecon; Saturday, May 29, at Mold ; Monday, May 31, at Presteign ; 
Wednesday, June 2, at Chester. 








The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 


May 17.—Mosers. Weatuenatt & Green, at the iy" at 2: Factory, L:ase of House 
Residences, &o, (see advertisement, back page, May 8 
May 18.—-Mesars. Cuas, P. Wairetzry & Sow at Mart, at 2: Freehold Property 
- Lea-ehold Ground-rents (see advertisement, paze iii, this week). 
bid rope ~ Messrs. Davip Buarni tr, Son, & Bappsiey “4 Mart: Freetold and Lease- 
roperties, Land, &c. (see advertisement, p. iii, Ma 

May 19,—Mestrs, H. E, Foster & Crawvigtp, at the t, at 2: Freehold Residence 

(see advertisement, ee page, th's week). 

May 20.—Mesers. H. E, Foster & Crawrresp, at the Mart, at 2: Absolute Rever- 
sions, Reversion, Lite Interest, Proft Rental, Policies of Assurance, Shares, &c. (see 
Sdvertisement, back page, this week). 
on ee b Senoase, at the Mart, at 1: Freehold Ground-rents (cee advertise- 


Ry th Leeneee Dy 
May 26. Daseraam, Taweox, & Oo., at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Factory (see 
Sdvertisemént, back page, Ma ay 8). 

May 27,—Mosers, Henatna, Sox, & Daw, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Premises, 
Ground- ry ere age &c, (see advertisement, back page, May 8). 
aa 1l.—Mr, Joserm Srowgr, at the Mart, at 3: Freehold Estates (see 


t, back ay 8). 
Jane 9,—' eee ve Fox & pe piest at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground. 
i ty: se advertisement, backipage, this week 
une | some, Eg a, Sons, at he “Mart : Freehold Building Estate (see 
ene i Davip J. Gauraue & Sons, at the Mart, at 2: Residence (see 


Mosers. 8. Watxur & Sow, at : Freehold Ground:-rents and Properties (see 
Mvertisement, bank page, March 18) os early dene 





Result of Sales. 
ane a Paw wes & a at the Mart, 6 eee. sold a number of 
in various companies, amongst which was of 180 £50 sheres 
(33 pal 4) in the Legal end General Life Assurance Society, the reahzed beirg 


Pres Lag Dzsewnam, Tewson & Ricuarpson, st the Mart, last Toesday, let Old 
Serjeants’ Inn, Chaccery-lane, on a building lease of 99 years, at £3,200 per annum, 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gacette.—Fatvay, May 7. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 

Luourep rm Caanozey. 

ALHAmMItta (1907) Mixive Co, Limti sp—Creditors are required, x3 od before June 7, 
to send their names and addre: ses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 

W. H. Jobnson, 84, Merchant’s exch Cardiff, liq 
Bogart, Suate Quarry Co, Liuirsp—Petn for winding up, presented April 24, 
directed to be heard at the County Police buildings, Blaenau Festiniog, June 3. 
d-George nae & George, Criociet, Criccieth, solors for the petners ; London office, 63, Queen 
ria st. Notice mee ef copenay must reach the above-named not later than 

Mf - volook in the 

Customs anp Bonpsp Waresovses Co (Socreta Anonrma MaGazzinr Coe, 


Luo«crsp (ts Liqutpatron) - Creditors are — on or ae. yo eK — 
their debts or claims, . Warner, 


names and addresses, and 
11, Queen Victoria ~~. "liquidator 

Eaauz Grass Insurance Co, —— Petn for winding up, app pogennsed May 5, directed 
to bs heard May 18, garet st, —- st, solor the petner. Notica 
of ap ppearing mit reach the above-named not later than 6 6 crolock in the he after- 
noon 

bar oe ames & Co, Liutrep—Petn for winding up, presented May 18, directed 

to be heard May 18, R. & R.T. Jennings, Bas inghall st, solors for petner. Notice of 

2 must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon 
0} yl 

Hawkins & pe Liurrap—Creditors are required, on or before May 17, to send 
their names and addi esses, and the qaustleuiany of their debts or claims, to Walter 
Hunter, liquidator 

Heyaire Expcostves, Limtrep (1m Tiguiparion)—Oreditors are required, on or 
before May 24, to send in their names and addresses, and the ;articolars of their 
——— claims, to Harold Edmund Franck, 730, Salisbury House, London wail, 

q or 

Hip, Sxin awp Propucr Agency, ye EO for winding op, prerented May 5, 
directed to be heard May 18, Mackrell & » solors for tuere. 
Notice of ap se the tamale tee than 6 o’c.ock in the 
afternoon of 

Jamzs Evuiorr & ‘Go (Lowpcy), ny age are te on or before 31, to 
send their names and adaresser, and the particulars of their debts or to 
Wiiliam George Blakemore, 6, Old Jewry, liquidator 

Manomgstee2 Maisie Co, Lrurrep (in Liqurpation)—Meeting of creditors 
held at the ¢ ffices of Brutton & Co, 37, Cross st, Manchester, May 10, pe A. 
James C. Crofts, —— Rowley & Co, Manchester, solors for the liquidator 

Maravitta Marat rom 2 a &ra required, on or before —* to 
eend their names and d particulars of their debts or claims, to James 
Benjamin Reeves, 32, an Victoria st, liquidator 

Porrer Steam ae Co, gh ge are manne, on or before July 7, - 
send their names and addre2+ee the particulars eS debts or 
James Thomas Alderson, 28, Bedford st, North Shielde, Igaidator 

Premire Bonn Investment bare ag LiurreD —Peta wpting © 
April 16, directed to be heard May 18. Martin, Liverpool, 60! x 
Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the after- 
noon of May 17; London address, Lydsll & Sone, 37, John st, Bedford row 

RB. Craces & Sons, Lrurreo—Petn for winding: up, seesseeet 4 A) 
heard May 18. Burn & Son, oars Doctors’ Commons, for I’ m, Middlesbrough, 
solors for petners. Notice of : pad must reach the above-named not later 
than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of May 16 

Recrre Deatnaee Co, Limirap (18 parm ey 
gone Mo send thelt seeeen Soe aeons Gnd So Semen See 
claims, to Arc! inny av, liq 

—— Surr.y Co, Liurrep—Petn for up, presented May 5, directed to be 

ard May 18. Cohen & Dann, Audrey House, Ely pl, solors for petners. Notice of 

appearing must reach the above-named not not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 


geese Bayx Waste Spixnine awp Manvuracturine ey Lixrrap—Creditors are 
required, on or before June 1°, to send their names and addresses, and the pastion- 
lars of their debte or claims, to R. & A, Kidd Whitaker, Haslingden, solors 

Wa row anv Disraict Lavspry Co, Liwrrep (uv Votuntary Ligurpation)—Creditors 
mast give rotice of ther claims’ to Philip E. Harding, liquidator, 28, Budge row; 
Cannon st, on or before 

Wiutrs O. Pearson & Co, a (Iw bien Lrqurpation)—Cre‘itors are 

required, on or before Jane gg their names and Ses, and the particulars 

of. their debts or c’aims, to Walter Frederick Flack, 42, Castle st, Liverpool, 


liquidator 
London Gazette.—Tuxepay, May 11. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Liurtep in Cuancery, 
Leeet Otvs, Liwirep (tx Votunrary Liqurpation)—Creditors are required, on oF 
=. June 1, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or c'aima, to Edward Cecil Moore, 3, Crosby sq, liquidator 
Buunwpen & Hayste, Lrurrep (1x Ligorpatron;—Creditors are required, on or bafore 
May 22, to send their names Sneeeate, Cat Se padiodaas <f Cee Gees <e 
claime, to Arthar BE. Green, 17, Coleman st, 4 reed 
Buawos Avaes New Tramways o, Liatre (ur ag eran lee ye are required 
on or before June 1, te send in their names ana ana addresses, and the ptrticulers 
their debts or claims, to Fortescue Thursby, 62, ineten we wall, Budd & Co, Austin 
Friars, solors for the liquidators 
La Carrrat Taactrom anp Ecxctarc Co Busnos Ayezs, Limirep (tx Ligurpation)— 
Creditors are required, on or before June 1, to send in their pames and addresses, 
and the —— of their debts or to Fortescae Thursby, 62, London wall, 


ada & Co, Austin Friars, solors for the liq 

Pag ne Teamwats 1 Limrep (1x Liqurpation)—Creditors are aired. on or 
before Janel, = one in theie names and addreases, and ars of their 
debts or — 2 the aaidator Thureby, 52, Lonaoa wall, & Co, Auatin 

Friars, s lore for 
are uired, on or before June 23, te 
fend their nases and ad eades and the the parviculare of their - or claims, to 
Obarles Leese W: 310, -house, 62, New Broad st, Gatchett & Co, 


Le dy minha’ L are req 
1miTRD—Creditora 
ary ey en = ia and the pai ticula:s ot their debts or claims, to 
POT, Shae By ny bmg tsmonu Eamor 


Sty, Srimx & Petn for winding up, May 6, directed to be 
May ippetts, Maiden Queen for the petnera, Notice of 
= SE a aeeee ceed uot eter than 6 c'eioel ia tan afternece of 
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Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22.& 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Dar oF Cratm. 
London G rtette. - Toxspar, May 4. 
Atxiusox, Mark, South Stainley, Yorks, Farmer June1 Kirby & Son, Harrogate 
Benscin, Jonw Wiiuiams, Leicester, Painter May 25 Squire, Leicester 
Bowyer, Agtave, Gutwalton, Stune, Staffs June 24 Paddock & Sons, Hanley 
Boxaut, James, Mi'furd, Sur.ey, Woeeiwright May 31 Mellersh, Gola'min; 


Gituat, ApxIn JoOLLANDS, 
Grove, Epwazp, Lower 
Howes, Sasan, Ty 





Gauze, Jonny, 8t Helens, Wine Merchant May.31 Oppenheim & Son, Liverpool ; 
Gsppzs, Caarg.otre Sxay¥s, Burton rd, ne June 24 Stringer & Stringer, Kilburn 


id, nr Horncastle 
Marsh, Lambeth, Outfitter June5 Lanfear & Co, Cannon st 
ersall, nr Laisterdyke, Yorks May15 Leatham & Co, Waketield 


ee 


May 20 Walker & Co, Spilsby 


Haun, Joun MetiisH Kay Upper Tulse hill June? Foyer & Co, Essex st, Strand * 
Haruison, James, East Grinstead, Surgeon May 25 Hughes, East Grinstead 

Herve, Coances Jean Magi, Paris June? epstent . 
Houty, Taomas, Wilton, Wilts, Licensed Victualler June 1 Wilson & Sons, Wilton 
Howe, Wittiam Wivson, Marske by the Sea, Yorks June 1 Preston, Middlesbrough 
Ive, Eowis George, Teddington, Butcher June9 Ellis, Linceln’s inn fields 
Jacoss, Racuat, Gordon st, Gordon eq May3i Davis, Liverpool st 

Kees, Maay, Shadwell, Leeds June 19 Nelson & Co, Leeds 


& Bennett, Bishopsgate Within 


& R 
Baiaas, James Georozs, Egerton crea, Kensington June 25 Loughb rough & Cv, Austin | Lapewic, Jesste Avice, Ennismore gdns May 31 Dixon & Son, Savoy mans, The 


ATs 
Baooxs, Wi.tram, Kidderminster, Beerhouse Keeper June 4 Talbot, Kidderminster 
Botcer, E.tex, Dartmouth st June 25 Yeilding & Co, Viacent 


Savo 
Laws, Weileen, Stockton on Tees June 16 Downey, Stockton on Tees 
Manrsaa.t,Jons, Braughing, Herts, Builder June 2i Gayton & Hare, Much Hadham’ 


sq 
Camesaty, a Eorseua, Tvot hill, nr Ongar June 16 E F & H Landon, New | Pasry, Canoring, Rockmountrd, Central hill July 1 Gosnell & Son, Finsbury pave. 


ment 

Curtan3, Catueries, Hulme, Manchester May 31 Hislop & Son, Manchester 

Caavwick, Joszrx, Dewsbury June26 Chadwick & Co, Dewsbury 

Cragx, Tuomas Baitey, Wilton, Wilts June1 Wilson & Sons, Wilton 

Cours, Jemima, Hucknall Torkard, Notts May31i Allcock, No*tingham 

Caoxrorp, Roseet, Speenhamland, Newbury, Berks, Wine Merchant June 3 Annie 
Dudden Croxford, Speenhamland, Newbury 

Coerax, Tuomas, Droitwich, Worcester June 25 Gabb, Droitwich | 

Cusraxce. George, Freemantle, Southampton June 12 Newman, Southampton 

Davis, Wittiam, Hove. Sussex Junel Howle:t & Ciarke, Brigvton 


Proctor, Jouw Wiii1am, Mere, Chester June19 Lawson & Co, Manchester 
Roszrrs, Wituiam, Kidderminster, Tai 
Saunpers, Eowarp, Teddington June 5 Robinson & Barrett, Stone bldgs, Liacoln’s inn 
Sixcuatz, Marcarst Caicaton, St George’s rd, Belgravia Junei4 Payne, Budge row 
Swinscow, Witi1am, Leigham Court rd, Streatham June 14 Parson & Co, Lime st 
Tay.or, Emtty Avice, Montpelier sq, Kensington June 24 Newman & Co, Clement's 


June 4 Talbot, Kidderminster 


inn 
| Teate, Sarat, Wakefield May 22 Leatham & Co, Wakefield 
TvuensucL, Jemma Janz, Newcastle uponTyne June 10 Lane, Newcastle upon Tyne 


Dearoy, Hannan, Bedford st, Sirand June 14 Williams & Alder, Laurence Pountaey | Turner, Tuomas. Nottingham June 19 Beaumont & Goodall, Nottiogham 
hill | Twinz, Georce Henay, Southsea June 5 Pink, Portsmouth 

Diacory, Faepericx, Castle Gresley, nr Burton on Trent June 24 Paddock & Sons, | Witsox, Joun Simpsos, Welford, Northampton June8 Norris & Sons, Liverpool 
—g * | Woop, James, Headingley, Leeds June 1 Middieton & Sons, Leeds 

Eastaway, Wiitiam Bexsaucx, Hatcham St Paul, Deptford June 15 Batham & Son, | Waicut, Faanx Eowrn, Brockley Junel Sandom & Co, High st, Deptford 


Fowkes bidgs, Gt Tower st 
Frese, Epwakrp, Stone, Staffs, Doctor June 24 Paddock & Sons, Hanley 








Bankru tc N ti es fees Sey oe Brighton, Butcher Brighton Pet 
ay4 _May4 
: Pp y otic 4 | Laver, Coyzap, Euston rd, Manufacturer High Court 
Pet April 6 Ord May1 
Le Maerz, Ricaarp, Heaton Chapel, Lancs, Insurance 
Broker Stockport Pet May5 Ord May 5 
Loxe, Wituram Aerava, Croydon, Surrey Croydon Pet 
May4 Ord La J 4 
; Mansa, Witviam Hewry, Mount Darry Beech, nr Alton, 
Bagpes, Maxouiaw Taomas, Dunham Massey, Cheshire | Hants, Carpanter Winchester Pet May 5 Ord May 5 
Manchester Pet May4 Ord May 4 g | May, Caagues, Victoria Park, Newbury, Cycle Agent 
Barry, AtBeat Eowaap, Withernsea, Yorks Kingston | Reading Pet May4 Ord May 4 
upon tiuil Pet May4 Ord Msy4 ; Paescort, aacan, jun, and Geoses Prescorr, Ancoats, 
Baur, Epwis, Stockton on Tees, Assistant Station Master Manchester Packing Case Makers Manchester Pet 
Stockton on Tees Pet May3 Ord May3 _ 2224 May 3 Ord May3 
Caste, Percy, Soutnamptonrd, Hampstead, Painter High | Paineue, Raura, Hebbara Durham, Plasterer Newzastle 
Court Pet May5 Ord May 5 on Tyne Pet May 4 Ord May 4 
Caster, Samvet, Plymouth, Collector Plymouth Pet | Prcock, Joan Hexry, Louth, Gardener jGzeat Grimsby 
May3 Ord May3 : Pet May 4 Ord May 4 
Conex, L, ae “spelt 20 Onn a 7 Manufacturer | Ropenrs, eg re Srerazs, Bryncrychan, Pontneath- 
Cc 2 t ri a ] ae ry - . c 
Coxe, meer Cromer, Coal Dealer Norwich Pet May 4 | a 564 ps abana afl cdi aay 
ay Ro , Liew 4 t, Danbj 
Cuaa, Homseetr Giuserrs, Dalwich rd, Herne Hill High | "Pet May 4 ‘Ord = rh Peet epaerecenniad 
BC me ey et dy = lp Sntie this Get — vosneg Seopevnste Boe Gates, Frithvill edns, 
» in Cycles Hi e pherd’ 4 i 
Pet Apeil? Ocd May ie’ eee 8 Clerk High Court Pet May4 0. 
nome 9 BexJauis, Callow Hill, Rock, Worcester, Towssenp, Josern, Elland, Yorks, Painter Halifax Pet 
| 
| 
| 


' 
London Gazettc,—Faivar, May 7, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Avery, Caantzs,Southbourne, Hampshire, Fruiterer Poole 
Pet May5 Ord May 5 


anaes erminster Pet April 22 Ord May8 Ord May 3 
Waveu, G 

Dossoze, Harey Wittiam, Roxeth, Harrow, Builder St “aa x a empmmcanleenpasgemegs 

Albans Pet Aprill urd April30 | Weoa, Hasgierr, Luton, Feuiterer Luton Pet May 5 

‘ gton, Fremington, Devon, Ord May 5 

Merchant’s seat Barnsta) Pet May4 Ord May4 | Ware, Jouy, Great Saiat Helens, Shipbroker High Court 
Evaxs, Steraes, Newport, Pembroke, Draper Carmarthen | Pet Feb 17 Ord May 3 

Pet May3 Ord May 3 ; | Warreseap, Asrave Eowarp, Hunslet, L2eds, Coal Miner 
Gapwy, Runeat, Sherwood Rise, Nottingham, Boot Maker | Leeds Pet May4 Ord May 4 

Nottingham Pet May3 Ord May 3 | Woop, fren, Leeds, Tailor Le2xds Pet May 4 Ord 
— a: James, Ramsgate Canterbury Pet | May 4 

i 1 | 

Haxmas, Cuaatzs Hexny, Liandaff North, Glam, Coal | FIRST MEETINGS. 

Ww Cardiff Pet May3 Ord May3 Batty, Atssat Epwasp, Withernsea, Yorks May 15 at11 
Huu, Gevree Lixpser, Barrow on Soar, Leicester, Coal | Off dee, York City Bank chmbrs, Lowgate, Hull . 

Dealer Lewester Pet May3 Ord Mays | Coarmans, Witutam, Veryan, ornwall, Farmer May 15 at 
Jaxes, Gzorce ALFrep, ,» Bton-mason Leicester 12 Off Rec, Old Miners’ Bank, Traro 

Pet May3 Ord May3 | Cracuen, Wictiam, Tanstall, Beerselier May 17 at 12 Off 
Karr, Cusistias Gapaizy Berxnesar, Gateshead, General Rec, King st, Newcastle, Stafford 

Medical Practitioner Newcastleon Tyne Pet May 5 | Coney, L., Cambridge rd, Mile End, Middlesex, Boot Manu- 
Ord May 5 é ; factorer May i8atit Bankruptcy b'dgs, Carey st 





Wrvesr, Henry, Bestwood Park, Notts, Farmer May 30 Alcock, Nottingham 
Wver, Sagan, Bestwood Park May 31 Alcock, Nottingham 


Cutz, Evan, Trehebert, Glam, Grocar May 18 at 11.16 
Of Rec, Post Office chmbrs, Pontypridd 

Cosa, Hompearr Givserrz, Dulwich rd, Herne Hill May i7 
at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Davis, Georce Benxsamin, Rook, nr Bewdley, Worcester, 
General Dealer May 17 at 11.15 Lion Hotel, Kidder. 


minster 
Gapssy, Ropert, Sherwood Rise, Nottingham, Boot Maker 
May 18 at 11 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Notting. 


ham 

Hity, Faeeperics, Leicester, Pianoforte Tunsr May 18 at 
12 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

Hitis, Avpert Eowaep, Hastings, Plumber May 18 at 
12.15 County Court Offices. 24, Cambridge rd, Hastings 

Hutt, Gsoses Linpsey, Barrow on soar, Leicester, Coal 
Dealer May17at3 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

Isaac, Witttam Geores, Crediton, Devon, jurance 
Agent May 20 at;1v.30 Off Res, 9, Bedford circus, 
Exeter 

Javes, Georas A.Faep, Leicester, Stonemason May 17 at 
12 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

Jzanegs, Jounx, Kingsbury Episcopi, somerset, Grocer May 
18at1 Of Rec, Vity chmbrs, Catherine st, Salisbury 

Jonzgs, Jous Gaurritas, Cross Keys, Mon, Draper May 19 
ati2 Off Rec, 141, Uommercial st, Newport, Mon 

Lavee, Conaap, Euston rd, Manafacturer May 18 at 2 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Lewis, Wit.utam, Brithdir, Glam, Contractor May 19at 
18 Off Rec, County Vourt, Townhall, Merthyr Tydfil 

Lone, Witttam Antuue, Waddon, Surrey, Professor of 
Physical Exersises May 17 at 11.30 182, York mi, 


May, Cuartszs, Viccoria Park, Newbury, Berks, Cycle 
Agent June 10at 12 Queen’s Hotel, Reading 

Newton, Wittiam Epwix, Stapenhill, Derby, Joiner 
May 15at 11.30 Midland Hotel, Station st, Burton on 
Tr 


ent 

Nosxe, Jauus, Liverpool, Grocer May 18 at 12 Off Ree, 
35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Nogmay, Joun Grover, Swindon, Builder May 15 at ll 
Off Re>, 38, Regent circus, Swindon 

Pask, Mugeay Tuomas, Liverpool, Confectioners’ Sundries 
man May 18atil Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Passy, Besxard, Rhyl, Flint, Hay Merchant May 18 at 
12 Orypt chmbrs, te row, Cnester 

Prarie, Bertiz Leoxaap, Brandon, Suffolk, Tailor May 
15 at 12 Off Reo, 8, King st, Norwich , 

Pymak, Caanuas Arraus, Langmere with Dickleburgh 
Norfolk, Farmer May 15at2 Royal Hotel, Norwich 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


FUND. LIMITED. 


24, MOORGATSE STEREET, L.0NDOW, F.C. 


ESTABLISHED in 1880. 





EXCLUSIVE BUSINESS—LI@CENSED PROPERTY. 





SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING 





Upwards of 650 appeais to Quarter sessions have been conducted under the 
direction ano supervision of the Corporation. 


MATTERS. 








Suitable Insurance Clauses for inserting in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be seat 


oa application. 
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Quanrana st Jossrn, Pontefract, Auctioneer May 17 at 

41.80" The Red Lion Hotel, Pontefract 
rem Srarxex, Pontneathvaughan, Brecon, 

ae May 18 at 11.30 Off Ree, Bankruptey bldgs, 


st, London 
fuse turn, Wantage, Berks May 16ati2 1,8t Aldstes, 
ord 


ors Hitpesranxp Brap Garters, Frithville gdns, 
Goss, Feisorpuah, Clock May 17 at 1 Bankruptcy 
bidgs, Care; 


y st 

SEND. Jossre, Elland, Yorks, Painter May 15 at 
yw.46 County Court, Prescott st, Halifax 

Tonwzx, EpwarD Manx, Harst Hill, Coseley, vance Glass 
Dealer May 15 at 11.30 Off Rec, Wolverhamp 
giTsnraD, ARTAUR Epwarp, Hunslet, Leed: Coal Miner 
May 17 at : 30 Off Rec, 24, Bond st, 

Wurtz, Jonny, G 8t Helens, Bhipbroker May 17 at 11 
Bankruptey bldgs, Carey st 

Wuiama, Eexest Caanves, Whyteleafe, Bourne End, 
Wooburn, Bueks May 17 at i2 1, St Aldates, Oxford 

Woon, Frep, Leeds, Tailor May 17 at 11 Off Ree, 24, 
Bond st, Leeds 





ADJUDICATIONS. 

Auey, CaakBLzs, een Hampshire, Fruiterer 
Poole Pet May5 Ord May 5 

Banbes, pe nae yl Tuomas, Woodhouses, Dunham 
Massey, C ae sg Pet ~~ .. gS 4 
ry, ALsext EpwarD, i haa or 

- upon Hull Pet May 4 Ord May 

Baw, Eowix, Stockton on Tees, Aistant Sone Master 
Stockton on Tees Pet May 3 Ord May3 

Casue, Pearcy, Pa ee Painter High Court Pet May 

Ord M 


ease, toe be Plymouth, Collector Plymouth Pet 
May3 Ord May 

Coxs, tary Cromer, Coal Dealer Norwich Pet May 4 
Ord Ma 


Pet Feb 26 Ord May 4 
Coventsy, Corbet Jonny, 8t Lewis on Sea Canter- 
bury Pet Jan 2 Ord May 5 
Commwat, F Heapert, deceased, 8t Mary Axe, Metal Mer- 
chant High Court Pet March 20 Ord May 4 
Davis, Gzonee Beyxsamin, Callow in, Rock, 
General Kidderminster Pet et April 22 


April 30 

Evcer, Wituram, Bickington, Fremington, Devon, Mer- 
chant’s Agent Barnstaple Pet May 4 Ord May 4 

Evaxs, Srzpnen, Newport, Pembroke, Draper Carmarthen 

May3 Ord May 3 

Faasez, ALEXANDER, Queen’s gate, Manufacturer High 
Court Pet March5 Ord May 3 

Gapssy, Rosert, Sherwood Rise, ~y ore Bootmaker 
Nottin tingham Pet May 3 Ord May 

Haymas, Coantes Henry, Liandaff North, Glam, General 
Dealer Cardiff Pet May 3 Ord May 3 

Hvit, Grorcr Lispsry, Barrow on » Leicester, Coal 
Dealer Leicester Pet May 3 Ord May 3 

dare | George ALrrep, Leicester, Stonemason Leicester 

etMay3 Ord May 3 

Lawrox, Kanest, Blackley, 1 Cycle Dealer 
High Court PetMar19 Ord May 1 

Ls Manz, Ricnarp, Heaton Chapel, Lancs, Insurance 
Broker Stockport Pet May 5 Ord May 5 

Mansz, Wittiam Henny, Mount Darry Beech, nr P eee 

ue ter brane | oy a Ord May 5 
¥, UHARLES, Victoria Par ewbury, cle Agent 
Reading Pet May 4 Ord May 4 * 

Mpieton, Jonw Reoivatp Wi ey, and Atrarp Eangst 
Epwarp Danigts, Dover, Electricians Canterbury 
Pet April7 Ord — 80 

Parry, Kopert, Caerm-irch, Bodedern Valley,  aonte, 
Farmer Bangor Pet April 15 Ord May 4 

Parscorr, WitL1AM, jun, and Groner Parsourr, ——_, 
Manchester. Packing Cave Makers Manchester 
May3 Ord May 3 

Panoz, Rates, Hebburn, Durham, Plasterer Newcastle 
on Tyne Pet May4 Ord May 4 

Proock, Joan Henry, Louth, Gardener Great Grimsby 
Pet May 4 Ord May 4 

Pruan, Cuartes Arruvs, Langmere with Dickleburgh, 

et April 15 Ord May 


y4 
Corz, Witiiam, Selly Park, Worcester, Journalist Bir- | 
mingham 


—— 
Ord 


ov Norfoik, Rae lpswich 
ARTERMAN, JOSEPH, Pontefract, 

Pet Aaeil'sn Ord Mart ract, Auctioneer Wakefield 
mets, LURWELYN Bhos Farm, Lianrwet, Denbigh, 
Portmadoc Pet May4 Ord M 3 
Ross, Atrrep George, Norwoud rd, West Norwood, 

een ~ ng henge Pet Fray 3 Ora ‘er y3 
RANCI8 HitpeBRaND Biap Gartrs, ville 
Shepherds Bush, Clerk High Court Pes May 4° Ont 


yd 
Toms, fours, Elland,- Yorks, Painter Halifax Pet 
May 3 
Wanse, Gacoce ¥ Wittiam, Bournemouth Poole Pet May 
y4 
=a. Luton, Fruiterer Luton Pet May 5 


Warrsnzay. Anravur Epwarp, Wansiet, Lacie, Coal Miner 
Leeds Pet Ma May 4 Ord May 4 
Wi, Eanest Cuartes, Whytelcafe, Bourne End 
W Wooburn, Bucks Aylesbury Pet May 4 Ord aparas 
itis, Groncr Sampsox VaLenting, ©) pham rd, 
one Wandsworth Pet 


Woon -» UR Leeds, Tailor Leeds PetMay4 Ord May 4 
Amended Notice ig ee for that published in the 
Gutzow, Roszar CaRt  -tace Sod — Uv 
Heath, Florist High Vourt Pet Feb 20 awry 4 
ADJUDICATIONS ANNU 
on, Josrra Mary, Abbotsham, ont Barnstaple 
ud Deo 29, 1906 Annul April 27, 1909 
A. Mary Hawvan, Burnley, Leather a 
Burnley Adjud March 25, 1903 Annu April 23, 


Taavens, Monvaust Tuomas Orno Silverton, Frinton on 
dein aries Colchester Adjud Noy 21, 1904 ‘Annul 


London Gazette.—Tvurspay, May 11, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Appy, Fasny Extex Desten, Tdass, Baby Linen Dealer 
Pet May 7 


Coomss, WALTER Grorar, sor ay High rd, Greengrocer 

Greenwich Pet Ma: Ord May 7 

Catnasey, Georce, 8 ehethel, Licensed Victualler Sheffield 

Pet May 8 Ord May 

CumpertanpD, Tomas , Bane en Woram, 

Picture Frame Manufacturer Birmingham Pet 

7 Ord May7 

Dey, Geause Wituan, Sheffield, ine Dancing 

Teacher Sheffield Pet May 8 Ord M 

Dounpas, Coantes Gorpon Comminc, East cuit, Ramsgate 

terbury Pet owe Ord May 1 

Essety, C, & Co, Manchester, Merchants and Shippers 

Manchester Pet April 16 Ord May 3 

Forp, Jostan James, Hayward’s Heath, Sussex, Pianoforte 
Dealer ghton Pet May6 Ord | ae 

Franks, Jonx Georce, Cathles rd. Meat Sales- 
man High Court Pet April 16 Ord May7 

Gosses, Pad nag Henry, rton, Cambs, Stationer 
Cam Pet May6 Ord May 6 

eunn Fer, pda , Contractor Brentford Pet 
apri y 

Geangace, Henny, and Farp Hacvuz, Manchester, Shippiog 
Morcha cr Per May8 Ord Ma: 


Harper, Roseas zn, Kingston upon Hull inane 
Kiogaton upon Hull Pet April 23 — May 
, Macclesfield, bles Maccles- 


Sansaqers, James 
Le ory ae ete, —— 
Doubler Macclesfield et a 
Jo1cry, JAMES —. 14 High Court Pet May 


ay 5 

JonEs, balan = James, Gorof, Yetr. _ , Brecon, Car- 
Neath Pet May7 Ord 

a Ga 4 Wiis, Peake < Ay Bournemouth, 

hee | Stable Proprietor Poole Pet May 7 Ord 


PR aed Jouy, Sheffield, Button Manufacturer Sheffield 
Pet May? Ord May7 

Porter, Wittiam Epwarp, ay may ! gdns, East Ham 
High Court Pet May6 Ord May 6 

Ray, Betsy, Bury 8t E1munds, est iy Toy Dealer 
Bury 8t Edmunds Pet May Ord May7 

a, erpert Amos, and ellicon de AeTaus Roser, 
a = , Oxford, Carpenters Oxford Pet May 7 


RvusBott, le ALFRED, yf Herts, Solicitor St 
Alpans Pet Apriil Ord May 
Says, Faeperiok Lo ) ~ Aa Canterbury Pet 
April 20 Ord Ma: 
Scotr, Tuomas, Kuig ts hill rd, West Norwood, Builder 
h Court Pet April 15 Ord May 6 
SeMANSKY, | AOOLF Strix, Ferme na rd, Hornsey, Clerk 
Court Pet May6 Ord May 6 
Sixecetox, Epwarp, Hendford Hill, Yeovil, Somerset 
Yeovil Pet April27 Ora May 6 
o> an"; oe + i "sen, Licensed Victualler 
‘et 


et April 23 Ord May 5 
Heatscore, Josery, 
Home, James Lasuprooxe, and Water frown 
Bakers Canterbu —- Pet ay 5 Ord May 5 


Ma: 

STEenNeTT, anes Witscs, He Hambleton, nr poe le 
Fylde, Lancs Preston Pet April24 Ord May 

Tenca, ig Kidderminster, Pad Dealer Kid ter- 
minster + Mere Ord May 5 

Warts & Co Teiteck, Port Talbot, Glam, Grocers Neath 
Pet April27 Ord May 7 

Warpe.t, Hewry, Austin Friars, Member of the Stock 

High Court Pet April 6 Ord April 29 

Weratey, Autaur, Moss om, Manchester, Grocer Crewe 
Pet May 8 Ord May 

Wetros, Frank, st, pete Manufacturer 
High Court Pet Maril Ord Ma 

Wauirtixcuam, Wirit1am Motyyevx, aime, Oe 


Shipbroker Birkenhead Pet Aprili7 O 
Wnianr, Jouy, Bull Ring, Lailow, Salu mye 
Victualler Leominster Pet April 26 Ord’ May 6 


Amended Notice eens fe xed published in the 
a 
Danse, Jonn a... and Freperick ar Old st, 
Dealersin Cycles High Court Pet april7 Ord May 4 
FIRST MEETING. 


Appy, Faxxy “iiey, Boston, Lincs, Baby Linen D al 
May 25 at 2.45 4 and 6, Weatst, Boston xed 


ats y8 
ee ee _ Brindle, Lancs Bolton Pet ~~) 
7 


Aury, CHan.es. yc ewe Hampshire, Fruiterer May 
19 at 3,15 is 188.0 whey errs rd, Gournemouth 
Bext, Bowrs, Tees, Assistant Station 
May 19 at 3 Oe hee Oem thenten Aibeet od, teitioene 
nee. aye Ga nmr Baker May 22 at 
Off Ree, 8, 


My SamMUgL iG, King ot, Norwich super Mare, Somerset 
2 Ma: Be ie 26, Baldwin st, Bristol ¥ 
Liss, RicaarD eabamesen, Carter May 
at113) Off Rec, Bridge st, Northampton 
Broomax, Frank Bowes. Westcliff on Sea May 20 at 12.15 
Messrs Lalbot & White, bg ate a on Ses 
Come Pgacy, Southampton Td, Hampstead, Painter 


20 ati Lash 
Couz, Agtsvur, Cromer, Pealer May 19at4 Off Rec, 
8, = at, Norwich 
ps, WaLtee Georar, Lewisham High rd, Greengrozer 
May 21 at 11.3) 133, "York rd, Westminster 
Dagxe, Jonx Ropeat, and Faepericx Maseentte, Old st, 
nolo in Cycles May 19at 1 Bankruptcy bidgs, 


Boot, Dorey Be Sate bro’, Yorks, Tailor May 19 
1 ec, 
Dusmorr, Haney Wenanm, Roxe‘h, Harrow, Builder May 
Evan aw - eeikington, wor Devon, Mer- 
ILLIAM, ’ 
chant’ *s Agent May 2» at3 ae Barnstaple 
Exuiort, ArTuus, Harey Nurra Tomas Srescen 
ey EE Chip’ Potato Range Makers 
L380 
Forp, — James, Hayward’s Heath, Pianoforte Dealer 
9 at 12 "On Ree, 4 Lege g =! bidgs, Brighton 
a Sous Groner, rd, Balham, Meat Salesman 


1 y bldgs, Carey 
Gait, Wittiam ALBeRt, oa GrorcE Hewar Get, West 
Bridgford, Notts, Grocers May 20 at 11 Off Rec, 4, 
‘ark st, Ni him 


Ree, Tuomas, Brindle, Lancs, Licensed Victualler 
May 2i at 3 19, Exchange 'st, ~ yo 

Hayman, Coaates Henry Liandaff N lam, Coal- 
weigher May 20 at 12.30 On Bes iti, Sma at, 
Ca 

Horw, Witt1aM Toomas Bourn, Dover, Outfitter May 20 
at915 Off Rec, Ga, Co ot, Casterbe —— & 

ioumps Joux, y 19 at 3.30 
Off Rec, 117, 8t Mary st st, 

Hoxraz, Joux &pwagp, Subicde, Weatmorland, Fish- 
acl May 19 at 12.3) Commercial Hotel, Ken- 

Jerrersox, Joux Taomas, Manafactarey 
May 19 at 11.45 Off x Bee, 26, Baldwin st, 

Joicey, James Jonx, Finchley rd May is at on Bank- 
ruptcy bidgs, st 

Ke.suy, Burpettr Wriusamu, Bos ombe, Bournemouth 
Livery Stable —— May 19 at 345 153, 0. 

Christchurch rd, B>urnemout 

Layr, bey Baows, Brighton, Butcher May 19 at 
lL. ff Rec, 4, Pavilion bldgs. Brightoa 

Laws, , 3 Lvotes, eg | Tenby, Pembroke May 
25 at 12.3) Temperance H ali, Pembroke Dock 

—_ a Hawny, Beech, nr Alton, Hants, Carpen- 
Baten a2 2.30 ‘Charles Young, Auctioneer, 32, 

Paros, won oe FS Lines, Baker May 25 at2.15 4 
and 6, West st, Boston 

Parks, Horris, ‘South Norwood, Brickmaker May 19 at 
11.30 132, York rd, Westminster 

Porrze, Wittiam Epwarp, Hatherey gins, East Ham 
May 20 at 12 Bankru bidgs, 

Paxrsocotr, Wit14M, jun, Grosce > 
a Packing Makers May 19 at 11 
Panvout, WAL aie Durham, Plasterer May 19 at 

Ree, 30 st, Newcastle on 
Proock, Jou — ath, toe wad y 19 at 11 
Off Rec, St Mary’s chmbra, Great Grimsby 
Revretes yon Rowtarp Antonto, Ryde. I of W May 22 
at 1 Off Reo, 3 +a. es st Newport, lof W * 


Roneats, y Bb m, Lianrwst, Denbigh, Fer- 
mer May2)at3 E os Bevel, Can wat 

Scorr, Taomas, 5 West Norwood, Builder 
May 19 at 12 B st 

Ssemansky, ADotr Sreix, ark rd, Hornsey, Clerk 
May 20 at 11 | st 





Varrce, Wiitiam Curnesrer, Shildon, Du 
Chemist May i9 at 3.15 Of Ree, 3, Manor 





pl, Sunderland 
Warrs, Witttam Joun, Cardiff, Grocer May 19at3 Off 
Ree, 117, 8t Mary st, Cardiff 








\ 





























The Oldest Insurance Office in.the World. 


| N FIRE OFFICE 
ee 


Insurances effected om the foliowiag risks :— 


FIRE DAMAGE. 


RESULTANT LOSS OF RENT AND PROFITS, 


EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY and | PERGONAL ACCIDENT, 

WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION, | SICKNESS and DISEASE, 
including ACOIDENTS TO | FIDSLITY GUARANTEE, 
DOMESTIC SERVANTS. 


Law Courts Branch: 40, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 
4, W. COUSINS, Distriet Manager. 


BURGLARY, 





| 
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Warpsit, ig ome Friars May 19at 11 Bank. 


bidgs, Ca 

Waves, Grorcr Wass, Bournemouth May 19 at 11 

off Midland Bank Chmbdrs, High st, Southampton 
ARRIETT, Luton, Fruiterer May 19at 12 Off 
Bridge st, Northampton 
Werros, Faank, benneolony st, Pickle Manufacturer May 
19 at 1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
ADJUDICATIONS. 

Appy, Fayxyy Ex.er, a, Baby Linen Dealer Boston 
Pet May7 Ord May 7 

CarTreraLt, Annis, Manchester, tore Merchant Man- 
chester Pet March 1 Ord Ma 

Conex, Lewis, Cambridge rd, Mile ‘End, Boot Manufac 
turer High Court Pet April 16 Ord May 7 

Cravex, Frep, Headingley, Preas Insurance Company 
Manager Iceds Pet March9 Ord May 

Creasey, Grorae, Sheffield, Licensed Victualler Sheffield 

Pet May8 Ord May 8 

CumpeatanpD, Tuomas Witiiam, Erdington, Warwick, 
Picture Frame Manufacturer ’Birming am Pet May 7 
Ord May 7 

Cuna, Hwan ¢ Sere, Dulwich rd, Herne Hill High 
Court Pet = 16 Ord May 7 

Dey, Tomas mu1amM, Sheffield, ery Dancing 
Teacher Shetfield Pet May 8 Ord May 

Dunmore, Harry Witwiam, Roxeth, Harrow, Spuilder 8t 
Al Pet April 1 Ord May 

Finney, Arcaipatp BenJamMin, Small Heath, poten, 
Foreman ay oe Pet April 30 Ord May 

Forp, Jostan James, Haywards Heath, ——, Pianoforte 
Dealer Brighton Pet May 6 Ord May 

Gossrze, WILLIAM So mee yay Oaaabe, Stationer 


— Pet Ma: nS y 6 

Granpaoe, Henny,and A -~A. E, ery Shipping 
Merchant Manchester Pet May 8 Ord 

Harcereaves, me Brindle, Lancs San ‘pet May 
7 Ord May 

Harper, Ropeat oa Kingston upon Hull, a eee 

Kingston upon Hnli Pet April 23 Ord M 

Howakrp, THomas, and Percy Samvet Wnts inate, 
Little Bytham, Lincs, Tomato Growers Pete: borough 
Pet Mar 17 Ord May7 

Jo:cer, James Jon, Finchley rd High Court Pet May 5 
Ord May 5 


Watcu, 


James, WiLL1AM James, Gorof, Y+tradgynlais, Brecon, Car- 
penter_ Neath PetMay7 Ord May7 
Kesey, Buaprerr Wit.iam, Boscombe, Bournemouth, 
ef Stabile Proprietor Poole Pet May 7 Ord 
y7 
LancasTER, te re Button Manufacturer Shef- 
field Pet May 7 


Murray, Colonel oy A nowans Ropert, Oakley et, Chelsea 
High Court Pet Dec 10 Ord — 

Norros, James, Of ian st, Pace: lumber High Court 
Pet April 6 


Parker, Witwram, Beit Heath; Birmingham, Pawn- 
broker Birmingbam Pet April 2t Ord M 

Portree, Witi1am Epwarp, East Ham, Essex Mich Court 
Pet May6 Ord May 6 

Pasesen. am Sale, Chester Manchester Pet Jan 13 

Ray, aa Bury St Edmunds, Fancy Toy Dealer B 
St Edmunds Pet May7 Ord May 7 . ae 

aa AgTuus Sreruex, ieyanyden, Pontneath- 
= » Brecon, Tailor Neath Pet April 23 Ord 


Rosz. a Amos, and Farpgexick Arrave Rose, 
Woodstock, Oxford, Carpenters Oxford Pet May 7 
7 
Tesco, Fraxcis, ea. Toy Dealer Kidder- 
minster Pet May5 Ord May 5 
Tvuaxer, Grorce Tomas, Boscombe rd, Sheprerd’s Bush, 
a Manufacturer High Court Pet April 5 Ord 
y7 
RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED. 
Macvowatp, Frepexicx, Old st, London, Cycle Manufac- 
i High Court Pet April7 Ord April 21 Rese 
y ll 








ING WILLIAM STREET.—Seven excel- 

lent first-flocr Offices to be Let, at £200 per annum; 

floor area 1,930ft.; also Suite of Six Offices on second 

floor; rent £200.— Apply, Davip Burnett, Son, & 
Bappe ey, 15, Nicholae-lane, F.C. 


To MORTGAGEES in POSSESSION and 
OTHER?.—Mesers, Davis Brotuzns, 65, Bishops- 
=< Without, E.C., are open t Purchase or Take 

er Property, Houses, ‘or Flats now in possession of 








A OnBY — £5,000 required by well-known 

firm of Building Covtractors, for Development of 
Estate just off Firchiey tram route; only replies from 
Solicitors acting for Fand will be entertained. —Apply, 
Hosacsz Ecxesr, Auctioncer, East Finchley. 


WATER COMPANIES REQUIRING 
CAPITAL. — Advertiser has several thousand 

ee to invest in any genuine concern. — Adiress, 
ver, at Horncastie-, 61, Cheapside, London. 








£9 to £1,000; interest 2s. 6d. in the £ 
for agreed period. —W. Jacxsox, 70, Piymouth- 
grove, Manchester. 


ASKELYNE and DEVANT’S 
MYSTERIES, St. George’s Hall, W.—Daily at 3 acd 
tneladia ene Br, Houston's Cniaete ‘Magic; Br’ 
H.  fasusies 8t of Chil . Me trnesi 








Hastings in = le acd Music a: the Pian»; and, even- 


Phitcsophor's Diamond Maskelyne’s — ot Marvels, The 
mond, Seate ls, to Children half- 
Phone 1545 Meyfair. 


price to matinées only. ° 





Telephone: 602 Holbora. 


EDE, SON AND RAVENSCROFT 


Fouwpep tm THe Reiex or Wituiam & Mary, 1689. 


ROBE COURT 
MAKERS. TAILORS. 


To H.M. THE deoncrcianh & =e. THE QUEEN. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


LBVEB SUITS IN CLOTH & VBLVBT. 
Wigs for Registrars, Town Clerks, & Coroners 
CORPORATION § UNIVERSITY GOWNS. 


93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 





ORIENT CRUISES — 


TO NORWAY, 


The famous Yachting Steamer 


“OPHIR,” and the &.S. ‘‘ OTRANTO,” 
12,000 tons Register, 


fitted with Single Berth Rooms, Bedstead 
Cabins and Suites: de Luxe, will leave GRIMSBY, 
3rd, 17th, 31st July, and 14th, 28th August, 


VISITING THE FINEST FJORDS, 
13 DAYS’ CRUISE for 12 Cuinsas 


and upwards. 


Apply to ORIENT S.N. CO.,5, Fenchurch Av., Ls C., and 
28, Cockspur Street, S.W. Managers—F. GREEN & CO, 
and ANDERSON, ANDERSON & CO, bs 





Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908. 


BY AUTHORITY 


Every requisite under the above Act su; the 
a ipplied on 
The BOOKS and FORMS kept in Stock for immediate use. 


Seare Cestiricates, Desentures, &c. ed and 
printed. Orvicr1aL Smais designed and and exec aa $ 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO,, 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c. 
49, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C, (corner of 
Berjeanta’ Inn). 


Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 








BRAND’S 
Al 
SOUPS. 


Of all Descriptions. 
Finest Quality only. 
Sold everywhere. 





BRAND & CO., Ltd., MAYFAIR, W. 





ATERHAM PREPARATORY SCHOOL. 
Rev. P. MORGAN WATKINS, M.A., Scholar of 
Winchester and Br , Receives BOYS to be Pre- 
pared for the Pablic Schools and Royal Navy at the 
Dene, Caterham-on-the-Hill, 


MPERIAL INTERNATIONAL 
EXdIBITION, 1909, 
of the Choicest Products in the World, 


at t 
GREAT WHITE CITY, 
Shepherd’s-bush, W. Shepherd’s-bush, W. 
THURSDAY, May 20, at 3 p.m., 
GRAND OPENING CEREMONY 
d 








an 
DEDICATION OF THE NEW IMPERIAL PAVILION 
b 


y 
His Grace the Duke of ARGYLL. 

Grand Chorus and Six Military Bands. 
Admission from 2 to 5 p.m., 5s.; after 5 o'clock, Is. 
Historical Expositions of Aerial Navigation, 
Mechanical Engineering, Automobilism, Light, Power, 

and Inventions, Decorative and Applied Arts, 

SUPERB REPRESENTATION 


of the 
FAMOUS HEALTH RESORTS OF THE WORLD. 
ENLARGED GROUNDS. NEW BUILDINGS. 
NOVEL ATTRACTIONS and ENTERTAINMENTS. 
SPECIAL SEASON TICKETS, 

including admission to the OPENING CEREMONY 
and all other occasions, aleo to seats in the Concert 
Arena, Elite Gardens, Ladies or Gentlemen £1 1s., 
Children 10s. 6d., NOW ON SALE at the Exhibition 
and all Ticket Agencies. 


EARL’S COURT, 


f tonaes GOLDEN WEST BXHIBITION. 
Open 11 am, to 11 p 
Admission 1s., Children 6d., Weekly ick Tickets 2s, 6d. 
SEASON TIOKETS (DOUBL ), 
Admission, including return fares ang ys London 
Stations, ls. 
A ma hy tk DISPLAY OF AMERICA’S 
RODUCTS AND _——— 











BUNTINGFORD RETREAT AND 
SANATORIUM. 
FOR CENTLEMEN SUFFERING FROM INEBRIETY OR 
ABUSE OF DRUCS. 
Privately or under the Inebriates Acts. 
Two Resident Physicians. 
Terms 1} to 3} Guineas. j mile from Station, G.E.R 
Telephone : P.O. 8, Buntingford. Telegraphic Address; 
‘‘RESIDENT, BUNTING FORD,” 


INEBRIETY. 








MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEICESTER, 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 


Medical Attendant : a SEVESTRE, M.A,, 
M.D. (Camb.). Principal : —th RILEY, Assoc. Soc, 


Study of pe arse Thirty y ears’ Experience. Excellent 
ton References For terms and particulars 
apply Miss RILEY, or the Principal. 

TeteararHic Appress: “ MEDICAL, LEICESTER.” 


Treatment of INEGRIETY. 


DALRYMPLE HOUSE. 
RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 

vor Hox Geatlemen, under the Act and privately. 

‘ "$8 D. Hose, MRCS., ke., 


Telephone: P.O. 16, RickmansworTs. 


SEA ISLAND for the CURE of 
INEBRIETY. Ladies and Genilemen. Freedom, 
Boating, Billiarde, Golf, F.shing, &c, Resideat Physician, 
Terms, 3 to 6 guineas. Guire trec,—F, N. UHAskINGTON, 
Osea Is and, Kssex. 














Phone: 327 Mayfair. — Wire: Evanoplis, London, 


. W. EVANS ¢. C0. 
287 RECENT STREET 
LONDON, W. 


(Few yards from 
Oxford ys page 


4 77, CT. PORTLAND ST., 
LONDON, W. 
p, (Adjoining Queen's Hall). 
; DRESS SUITS from 5 Gns. 
p LOUNCE SUITS «3 » 
KNICKERBOCKERS ,, 1 9. 


*“*TRUTH” says: “ Ow 
latest discovery in tailoring 
is W. Kvans & Co,, who can 
actualy fit.” 











Our steadily increasing 
trade with members of the 
Legal Profession for many 
yéars past is, we think, @ 
Guarantee for the excels 
lence of our Fit 
Workmanship. 











Post Free. 





on Men's 


- 











